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FINAL 
C I T Y  C O U N C I L 

 
C I T Y  O F  W I C H I T A 

K A N S A S 
 
City Council Meeting City Council Chambers 
09:00 a.m. November 4, 2014 455 North Main 

 
OPENING OF REGULAR MEETING 

 
-- Call to Order 
 
-- Invocation 
 
-- Pledge of Allegiance 
 
-- Approve the minutes of the regular meeting on October 28, 2014 
 
 
 

 
AWARDS AND PROCLAMATIONS 

 
-- Proclamations: 

 
Children's Grief Awareness Day 
American Education Week 
Wichita Wingnuts Day 
 

-- Service Award: 
 
Deborah Deuser  

 
 
 

I.  PUBLIC AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: No action will be taken relative to items on this agenda other than referral for information.  Requests to appear will be placed on a “first-

come, first-served” basis.  This portion of the meeting is limited to thirty minutes and shall be subject to a limitation of five minutes for 
each presentation with no extension of time permitted.  No speaker shall be allowed to appear more frequently than once every fourth 
meeting.  Members of the public desiring to present matters to the Council on the public agenda must submit a request in writing to the 
office of the city manager prior to twelve noon on the Tuesday preceding the council meeting.  Matter pertaining to personnel, litigation 
and violations of laws and ordinances are excluded from the agenda.  Rules of decorum as provided in this code will be observed. 

 
1. Shirley Mansfield - Concerns with water and spending money. 

 
2. Ann Fox - Wichita Habitat for Humanity. 
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City Council Meeting  Page 2 
November 4, 2014 
 
 

II. CONSENT AGENDAS (ITEMS 1 THROUGH 11) 
 
NOTICE: Items listed under the “Consent Agendas” will be enacted by one motion with no separate discussion.  If discussion on an item is desired, 

the item will be removed from the “Consent Agendas” and considered separately 
 
(The Council will be considering the City Council Consent Agenda as well as the Planning, Housing, and Airport Consent 
Agendas.  Please see “ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS” for a listing of all Consent Agenda Items.) 
 
 
 
__________________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
COUNCIL BUSINESS 

III. UNFINISHED COUNCIL BUSINESS 
 

 None 
 
 

 
IV. NEW COUNCIL BUSINESS 

 
1. Public Hearing and Issuance of Taxable Industrial Revenue Bonds, Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. (District III) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Close the public hearing and approve the first reading of the Bond Ordinance 
authorizing the execution and delivery of documents for the issuance of Taxable 
Industrial Revenue Bonds for Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. in an amount not-to-
exceed $10,000,000. 

2. Ordinance amending Sections 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130 and 3.49.140 of the Code of the City of 
Wichita, Kansas, pertaining to Wrecker Services. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Place the ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 

3. Quarterly Financial Report for the Quarter Ended September 30, 2014. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file the Quarterly Financial Report for the quarter ended September 
30, 2014. 

4. City of Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt a resolution endorsing the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan and authorize 
the necessary signatures. 

5. Amendment to Metropolitan Area Planning Department Filing Fees. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Place the ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary signatures. 
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City Council Meeting  Page 3 
November 4, 2014 
 

6. Waiver of MABCD Special Assessment Fees. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the plan and place the ordinance on the first reading. 

 

 
COUNCIL BUSINESS SUBMITTED BY CITY AUTHORITIES 
 
PLANNING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 

zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
V.  NON-CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA 

 
1. CON2014-00027 – City Conditional Use to Permit a Nightclub in the City in GC General Commercial Zoning 

Within 300 Feet of Residential Zoning, Located at the Southwest Corner of Morris Street and South Washington 
Avenue, 911 East Morris Street. (District III)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 1) Adopt the findings of the MAPC and approve the Conditional Use subject to 
MAPC recommended conditions (simple majority vote required) and adopt the 
Resolution; 2) approve the request subject to the DAB III recommended 
conditions by making alternate findings (two-thirds majority vote required); or 3) 
return the application to the MAPC for further consideration (simple majority 
vote required).  

 
HOUSING AGENDA 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

 
VI. NON-CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA 

 
 None 
 
 
 
AIRPORT AGENDA 
 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, 

pursuant to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion.   

 
VII. NON-CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA 

 
 None 
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November 4, 2014 
 
 
COUNCIL AGENDA 

 
VIII. COUNCIL MEMBER AGENDA 

 

 None 

 

IX. COUNCIL MEMBER APPOINTMENTS 
 

1. Board Appointments.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Appointments. 

 
 
 
 
 
Adjournment 
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November 4, 2014 
 

 
(ATTACHMENT 1 – CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 1 THROUGH 11) 

 
 

II. CITY COUNCIL CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 

1. Report of Board of Bids and Contracts dated November 3, 2014. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file report; approve Contracts;  
authorize necessary signatures.  

2. Applications for Licenses to Retail Cereal Malt Beverages: 
 
Renewal 2014  (Consumption on Premises) 
Michael J Mohr Los Pinos**    1225 West Douglas 
Erica Torres ElRancho**    1601 East Pawnee 
Erica Torres ElRancho**    2801 North Broadway 
 
Renewal 2014  (Consumption off Premises) 
Saiful Apollo Family Mart***    1545 South Meridian 
 
**General/Restaurant (need 50% or more gross revenue from sale of food) 
***Retailer (Grocery stores, convenience stores, etc.) 
 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve licenses subject to Staff review and approval. 
 
 

3. Preliminary Estimates: 
a. List of Preliminary Estimates. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 

4. Consideration of Street Closures/Uses.  
a. Community Events - Seize the Day 5K. (District II)  
b. Community Events - Girls on the Run 5K. (District VI)  
c. Community Events - Wichita Turkey Trot. (District VI)  
d. Community Events - Fourth Annual Say Grace 5K. (District VI)  
e. Community Events - Mayor's Tree Lighting Ceremony. (Districts I, IV, and VI)  
f. Community Events - Wichita Veterans Day Parade Post Parade Event at WaterWalk. (District I)  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the request subject to; (1) Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement 
officers as required; (2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets in accordance 
with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department; and (3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events 
Coordinator. 

5. Agreements/Contracts: 
a. KDHE Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy (WRAPS) Grant Application.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve Agreements/Contracts; authorize the necessary signatures. 
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6. Minutes of Advisory Boards/Commissions 
 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board, September 8, 2014 
Wichita Employees Retirement System Board, September 17, 2014 
Metropolitan Area Building Construction Department, September 24, 2014 
Police and Fire Retirement System, August 27, 2014 
Board of Building Code Standards and Appeals, September 8, 2014 
Wichita Transit Board, July 18, 2014 
Wichita Transit Board, August 15, 2014 
Wichita Transit Board, September 19, 2014 
 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: Receive and file. 
 

7. Payment for Settlement of Claim.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Authorize payment of $12,660 as full settlement of all possible claims arising out 
of the events which are the subject of this claim and adopt the resolution. 

8. Second Reading Ordinances: (First Read October 28, 2014) 
a. List of Second Reading Ordinances.  

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Adopt the Ordinances. 

 
 

II. CONSENT PLANNING AGENDA ITEMS 
 

NOTICE: Public hearing on planning items is conducted by the MAPC under provisions of State law.  Adopted policy is that additional hearing on 
zoning applications will not be conducted by the City Council unless a statement alleging (1) unfair hearing before the MAPC, or (2) 
alleging new facts or evidence has been filed with the City Clerk by 5p.m. on the Wednesday preceding this meeting.  The Council will 
determine from the written statement whether to return the matter to the MAPC for rehearing. 

 
9. *VAC2014-00028 - Request to Vacate a Portion of a Platted Utility Easement on Property Generally Located 

Between Interstate Highway I-135 and Kellogg Street, Southeast of Webb Road and Orme Street. (District II) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Vacation Order and authorize the necessary signatures. 

10. *VAC2014-00029 - Request to Vacate a Portion of a Platted Front Yard Setback on Property Generally Located 
South of 13th Street North on the East Side of Hillside Avenue. (District I) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the Vacation Order and authorize the necessary signatures. 
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II. CONSENT HOUSING AGENDA ITEMS 
 

NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Housing Authority for consideration and action on the items on this Agenda, 
pursuant to State law, HUD, and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and 
adjourned at the conclusion. 

 
 None 
 
 

 
II. CONSENT AIRPORT AGENDA ITEMS 

 
NOTICE: The City Council is meeting as the governing body of the Airport Authority for consideration and action on items on this Agenda, pursuant 

to State law and City ordinance.  The meeting of the Authority is deemed called to order at the start of this Agenda and adjourned at the 
conclusion.   

 
11. *Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure, Supplemental Agreement No. 1 - Wichita 

Mid-Continent Airport. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: Approve the supplemental agreement and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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          Agenda Item No. IV- 1 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Public Hearing and Issuance of Taxable Industrial Revenue Bonds 
   (Spirit AeroSystems, Inc.) (District III) 
 
INITIATED BY:  Office of Urban Development  
 
AGENDA:   New Business 
 
 
Recommendations:  Close the public hearing and place the bond ordinance on first reading. 
 
Background:  On May 17, 2005, the City Council approved a five-year letter of intent for the  issuance of up to 
$1,000,000,000 in Industrial Revenue Bonds to finance facilities for the benefit of Mid-Western Aircraft 
Systems, Inc. (now Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. “Spirit”), at 3801 S. Oliver in southeast Wichita.  The City Council 
also approved a 100% ten-year tax abatement on all bond-financed property.  On May 4, 2010, the City Council 
approved an extension of the letter of intent, for the value of the unused balance of the letter of intent which 
was $620,500,000, for a five year period.  There is $489,500,000 of remaining capacity on the current letter of 
intent.  Spirit is now requesting the issuance of industrial revenue bonds in the aggregate principal amount of 
$10,000,000. 
 
Analysis:  Bond proceeds will be used to finance the ongoing modernization and expansion of the commercial 
aircraft manufacturing facilities Spirit acquired from The Boeing Company in June of 2005.  Ongoing 
modernization and expansion of the facilities will enable Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. to continue existing 
commercial aircraft part production programs and services, to take advantage of new technology and to compete 
for new aircraft part manufacturing business.  Spirit is continuing to manufacture major parts systems for a 
variety of Boeing jetliners, including the Boeing 787.  In addition, Spirit has expanded its operations and 
customer base by winning work for other makers of commercial aircraft, as well as corporate and military 
aircraft.  Some 2014 upgrades include the installation of new air handling units, chillers, cranes, gates, a tool 
storage building and a backup system for water pumps in addition to other modifications. 
 
Financial Considerations: Spirit agrees to pay all costs of issuing the bonds and agrees to pay the City's 
$2,500 annual IRB administrative fee for the term of the bonds.  The City Council has approved a 100% 
abatement of ad valorem property taxes on the expansion project for five years plus a second five years subject 
to review and approval by the City Council.  Bond-financed purchases are also exempt from state and local 
sales tax.  Spirit invested $10,000,000 on real property improvements in 2014.  Based on the current mill levy, 
the value of the abated taxes on that investment could be as much as $301,502. This estimate assumes that 
100% of the $10,000,000 cost of improvements to real property will be reflected in a dollar-for-dollar increase 
in property value.  The actual increase in valuation, if any, will be determined by the Sedgwick County 
Appraisers Office in the future as part of its on-going reappraisal process.  The tax abatement would be shared 
among the taxing entities as follows:   
 

City   $   81,272    State   $     3,750     
County  $   73,442  USD 259  $ 143,038 
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Issuance of Taxable Industrial Revenue Bonds - Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. 
November 4, 2014 
Page 2 
 
Wichita State University Center for Economic Development and Business Research performed a cost-benefit 
analysis including the Derby school district.  The resulting benefit-cost ratios are: 
 
 City of Wichita 1.98 to one 
      General Fund 1.78 to one 
      Debt Service 2.34 to one 
 Sedgwick County  1.54 to one 
 U.S.D. 260 1.00 to one 
 State of Kansas 28.23 to one 
 
Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. intends to purchase the bonds, through direct placement, and the bonds will not be 
reoffered for sale to the public.   
 
Legal Considerations: Kutak Rock LLP of Omaha, Nebraska, engaged by Spirit, will serve as Bond Counsel in 
the transaction.  Spirit has agreed to comply with all conditions of the letter of intent.  The City’s Law 
Department has reviewed and approved the Ordinance as to form.  The form of the final documents shall be 
subject to review and approval by the Law Department. 
 
Recommendations/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council close the public hearing and approve the 
first reading of the Bond Ordinance authorizing the execution and delivery of documents for the issuance of 
Taxable Industrial Revenue Bonds for Spirit AeroSystems, Inc. in an amount not to exceed $10,000,000. 
 
Attachment:  Bond Ordinance 
 
 

12



13



14



15



16



           Agenda Report No. IV-2 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:  Mayor and City Council Members 
 
SUBJECT:   Ordinance Amending Sections 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130, 

and 3.49.140 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas, Pertaining to 
Wrecker Services  

       
INITIATED BY:    Wichita Police Department / Law Department 
 
AGENDA:    New Business  
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Place the proposed ordinance amendments on first reading and authorize the 
necessary signatures. 
 
Background:  Currently, all wrecking and impound services for the Wichita Police Department are 
handled by wreckers licensed by the City of Wichita, who participate in the wrecker rotation list. These 
wreckers are called by SPIDER, as needed, to respond to accidents and impounds of vehicles at the 
request of law enforcement officers.   
 
Significant amendments were made to the City ordinances regarding Emergency Wrecker Operations in 
2012. Recently, the Wrecker companies approached City staff requesting changes regarding how wrecker 
fees are disclosed to the vehicle owner at the time of the tow. These companies additionally requested the 
City to consider issuing driving certificates to individual wrecker operators to promote public safety. 
 
Analysis:  The proposed amendments: 
 

• Modify the process for emergency wrecker services related to traffic accidents. Citizens will have 
the option to choose a wrecker service. If no company is selected, or the company selected is 
unavailable, SPIDER dispatchers will contact the next wrecker on the rotation list. 
 

• Continue to allow wrecking companies to establish their own emergency towing fees. Only those 
fees disclosed at the time of licensing by the company may be assessed.  

 
• Authorize the police department to publish fees on their website and make fees available, upon 

request, to vehicle owners at the time the tow is initiated.  
 

• Establish a permit system for drivers of emergency wrecker services. A yearly permit will be 
issued for each driver, following a background check conducted by the Wichita Police 
Department.  
 

Financial Considerations:  It is estimated that approximately $3,000 will be collected for wrecker driver 
permits. These fees are collected every two years. Staff costs for processing these applications and 
background checks will not be fully offset by fees collected.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The ordinance amendments have been drafted and approved as to form by the 
Law Department.   
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council place the ordinances on first 
reading and authorize the necessary signatures.  
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Attachments:   Proposed ordinances. 
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First Published in The Wichita Eagle on November 28, 2014 
     
                             10/16/14 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-886  
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130 AND 
3.49.140 AND CREATING SECTIONS 3.49.215, 3.49.220, 3.49.225, 3.49.230, 3.49.235, 
3.49.240, 3.49.245, 3.49.250, 3.49.255, 3.49.260, 3.49.265 AND 3.49.270 OF THE CODE OF 
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO WRECKER SERVICES. 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

SECTION 1.  Section 3.49.030 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “License—Application—Fees—Renewal. 

(a) A person desiring to engage in emergency wrecker service in the City 

shall file with the City Treasurer a written application upon a form 

provided for that purpose, which must be signed by the applicant or the 

applicant’s authorized agent. The following information is required in the 

application: 

(1) Business name, address and telephone number of the emergency 

wrecker company; 

(2) Number and types of wreckers to be operated; 

(3) Vehicle identification number of each wrecker; 

(4) The location of the facilities to be owned or leased by the applicant 

for the purpose of operating the emergency wrecker service; 

(5) The name, address and telephone number of the owner of the 

emergency wrecker company; 
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(6) An agreement that the applicant will participate in the wrecker 

rotation list; 

(7) Proof that the applicant has secured the payment of compensation 

to the applicant’s employees as set forth in K.S.A. 44-532(b) and 

amendments thereto; 

(8) A maximum fee schedule for standard towing, heavy duty towing, 

specialized towing storage, mileage, and all other fees including 

fuel surcharges and any additional administrative fees. 

(9) A copy of the wrecker service’s certificate of public service from 

the Kansas Corporation Commission. 

(10) A list of all personnel who are employed by the licensee and will, 

at any time, be required to operate an emergency wrecker. The 

licensee shall provide the employee’s name, date of birth, driver’s 

license number and class of issued driver’s license. Drivers are to 

be employees of the licensee. Independent contractors are not 

allowed to operate an emergency wrecker vehicle or tow vehicles 

pursuant to this Chapter. 

(11) A certification, pursuant to Section 3.02.010 of the Code of the 

City of Wichita, by the applicant that he or she does not owe any 

personal property taxes, motor vehicle taxes, or real estate taxes to 

Sedgwick County, Kansas which are delinquent for any real or 

personal property utilized for the business or storage of vehicles as 
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part of an emergency wrecker company. No license shall be issued 

to a person owing delinquent taxes or certifying a false statement. 

(b) A fee of $50.00 for processing the initial application or any renewals 

thereof must be submitted with the application; this fee accompanying the 

applicant shall not be refundable. 

(c) Every license issued pursuant to this Chapter shall terminate at the 

expiration of twelve months from the date of issuance, unless sooner 

revoked, and must be renewed before operation of an emergency wrecker 

service is allowed to continue. Anyone desiring to renew a license shall 

follow the procedures in subsection (a) of this Section for an initial 

application. 

(d) Failure to submit a schedule of fees with the annual application will result 

in utilizing the last schedule of fees submitted by the licensee.” 

SECTION 2. Section. 3.49.100 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “Powers and duties of Chief of Police. 

In addition to the powers and duties prescribed elsewhere in this Chapter, the 

Chief of Police is authorized to: 

(a) Enforce all provisions of this Chapter; 

(b) Adopts rules and regulations, after reasonable notice to the licensees, not 

inconsistent with the provisions of this Chapter, with respect to the 

investigation of applicants and other matters incidental or appropriate to 

his powers and duties as may be necessary for the proper enforcement of 

the provisions of this Chapter; 
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(c) Conduct, when appropriate, periodic investigations of emergency wrecker 

companies throughout the City; 

(d) Keep records of service adequacy and responsiveness of licensees and 

provide these records to the City Treasurer upon request; 

(e) Ensure that wrecker fee schedules are accessible to the public by posting 

the schedule on the police and/or City website, having the fee schedule 

available for review upon request of officers and citizens at accident 

scenes and posted at Wichita Police Department substations.” 

SECTION 3. Section. 3.49.110 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “Emergency wrecker dispatched service call procedures. 

(a) The Chief of Police shall establish a list consisting of emergency 

wrecker companies licensed under this Chapter. 

(b) The wrecker list shall contain the name, address, phone number 

and towing rates for each emergency wrecker company licensed by 

the City of Wichita. 

(c) The emergency wrecker service list, including the tow fees charged 

by each company, shall be posted on the City’s website and be 

made readily available to all law enforcement officers and to the 

owners or persons in charge of wrecked or disabled vehicles upon 

request. 

(d) If the owner or person in charge of the vehicle chooses a specific 

wrecker service, this choice will be relayed to SPIDER by the law 

enforcement officer so that a dispatched service call may be made. 
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(e) When an emergency wrecker is needed, the need will be 

immediately made known to the dispatcher for Special Police 

Information Data Entry and Retrieval Unit (SPIDER). On 

receiving the first communication, the dispatcher at the SPIDER 

unit must call the emergency wrecker company chosen by the 

owner or person in charge of such vehicle, if so designated. If the 

driver or person in charge of the vehicle fails to designate or 

choose an Emergency Wrecker Service, or the Emergency 

Wrecker Service chosen is not available for dispatch, the SPIDER 

dispatcher will contact the next Emergency Wrecker Service on the 

rotation list. If two vehicles are to be towed, the Emergency 

Wrecker Service will be requested to dispatch either a wrecker 

capable of handling two vehicles or two wreckers. In the event the 

first company called has no wreckers available, then the dispatcher 

at the SPIDER unit shall call the company which appears next on 

the list or, in the event the first wrecker service company called 

fails or is unable to respond within 45 minutes under nominal 

conditions, then the dispatcher shall call the next wrecker company 

appearing on the list. A call to a specific location for a single 

accident shall be considered as one call and only one company will 

be called; provided, however, that if necessary, additional 

companies may be called.” 
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SECTION 4. Section 3.49.130 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is 

hereby amended to read as follows:  “Fees for emergency wrecker service. 

(a) Only emergency wrecker companies licensed by the City of 

Wichita shall be subject to these regulations governing fees to be 

charged by emergency wrecker services. 

(b) A wrecker service shall submit a schedule of towing fees with the 

annual application for licensing. 

(c) Failure to submit fee schedules with the annual application will 

result in utilizing the last fee schedule submitted. 

(d) Wrecker services companies may not charge rates in excess of 

those filed with their licensing application for emergency wrecker 

services. 

(e) No fees, including fuel surcharge or administrative fees, other than 

those submitted in the licensing application, may be charged by the 

emergency wrecker company.” 

SECTION 5. Section 3.49.140 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is 

hereby amended to read as follows:  “Requirements and operating procedures for 

emergency wrecker service. 

An emergency wrecker company licensee shall comply with the following 

requirements and procedures: 

(a) Maintain 24-hour wrecker service; 

(b) Arrive at the accident or to the place designated by the dispatcher 

at the Special Police Information Data Entry and Retrieval unit 
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(SPIDER) within a reasonable time after having been notified to do 

so, such response time not to exceed 45 minutes; 

(c) Deliver, in every instance, the wrecked or disabled vehicle to its 

storage facility or other location as directed by the owner or agent 

of the vehicle; 

(d) When directed by an officer at the scene of an accident, 

temporarily remove vehicles which are creating a traffic hazard to 

a side street or other place as may be directed by the officer; 

(e) Report to the City’s licensing agent all changes in emergency 

wreckers and equipment used in the licensee’s emergency wrecker 

service; 

(f) Completely remove from the site of an accident all resulting 

wreckage, debris, reasonable amounts of automotive fluids which 

are dropped or spilled, and any and all other reasonable amounts of 

injurious substances dropped upon the highway from such vehicle 

including all broken glass, which remains in the street, but 

excluding truck or vehicle cargoes, before leaving the site. In the 

event two or more wreckers are called to the same accident, both 

operators shall be equally responsible for the removal of debris 

from the right-of-way; 

(g) Not permit the use of a wrecker by another licensee; 

(h) The licensee shall not permit an individual to drive a wrecker unless the 

individual holds a valid driver’s license, a valid operator’s certificate as 
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required by Section 3.49.225, and is a current employee of the licensee. 

Drivers are to be employees of the licensee. Independent contractors are 

not allowed to operate an emergency wrecker vehicle or tow vehicles 

pursuant to this Chapter. 

(i) The licensee and its employees shall not assess or collect fees or 

charges in excess of those filed with its licensing application; 

(j) The licensee and its employees shall not prohibit or refuse to allow 

the owner, operator or person in possession of the vehicle, who has 

proof of title or registration, to have access to any personal 

property in an impounded vehicle for forty-eight (48) hours after 

such vehicle has been towed and such personal property shall be 

released to the owner; 

(k) Have all wreckers clearly and permanently marked with the name 

and address of the licensee on both doors of the vehicle; 

(l) All wrecker drivers of the licensee shall wear shirts identifying the 

licensee’s company name; 

(m) The licensee shall, upon request by a vehicle owner, disclose the 

name and address of its insurance carrier; 

(n) Carry in all vehicles owned or leased by the licensee “Wrecker 

Operator Receipt Books” which shall contain forms that shall be 

filled out and signed by an authorized public agency at the scene of 

an impound. The form will authorize the licensee or the licensee’s 

agent or employee to tow the vehicle, will contain a space to be 
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marked by the authorized public agency indicating whether the 

vehicle shall be held as evidence in a criminal matter, and will 

state that the licensee assumes liability for the vehicle being towed 

along with any and all property contained therein. Such forms shall 

be subject to prior approval by the City’s licensing agent and it 

shall be the responsibility of the licensee to provide such forms; 

(o) Carry in all vehicles owned or operated by the licensee a copy of 

the licensee’s schedules of fees; 

(p) Shall at all times comply with K.S.A. 8-1103 and amendments 

thereto; 

(q) The owner of a vehicle towed shall have access to any personal 

property in such vehicle for 48 hours after such vehicle has been 

towed and such personal property shall be released to the owner or 

as otherwise required by state law; 

(r) Shall accept, at no additional fee, credit card, debit card or cash 

payments for any towing, storage or other fees and costs due from 

the owner of the vehicle for emergency wrecker service; 

(s) Upon request by any law enforcement officer, or the owner of a 

vehicle to be towed, the emergency wrecker operator shall provide 

proof of a valid and unexpired emergency wrecker service 

operator’s certificate issued pursuant to this chapter.” 

SECTION 6.  Section 3.49.215 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Operator’s certificate required. 
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It shall be unlawful for any person to report for and make an emergency wrecker 

tow unless the operator of the wrecker shall have in their possession an operator’s 

certificate issued under the provisions of this chapter.” 

SECTION 7.  Section 3.49.220 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Emergency wrecker service operator. 

Any person who owns an emergency wrecker company as defined by this chapter, 

or any employee of such company who reports for and makes an emergency wrecker tow 

within the city shall: 

(a) Be 18 years of age or older; 

(b) Be a person of good moral character; and 

(c) Possess an operator’s certificate.” 

SECTION 8.  Section 3.49.225 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Qualifications for emergency wrecker services operator 

certificate. 

Each applicant for an operator’s certificate shall undergo an investigation by the 

Chief of Police to determine if an operator’s certificate will be issued. An operator’s 

certificate shall not be issued to any person who: 

(a) Made false or misleading statements of fact in the application; 

(b) Within five years of the date of application had an operator’s certificate 

revoked; 

(c) Is now registered as a sex offender with any state; 

(d) Within five years preceding the date of the application has been found 

guilty of, pleaded guilty to, pleaded nolo contendere to or been convicted 
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of a federal, state or local law of any city for leaving the scene of a motor 

vehicle accident or driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs, or  

(e) Within five years preceding the date of application has been found guilty 

of, pleaded guilty to, pleaded nolo contendere to or has been convicted of 

a felony.” 

SECTION 9.  Section 3.49.230 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Application for emergency wrecker operator’s certificate. 

(a) Filing. Every person desiring to report for an emergency tow within the 

city shall file with the City Treasurer a written application for an 

operator’s certificate. 

(b) Application form. The application for an operator’s certificate shall be 

made upon a printed form to be provided by the City Treasurer and shall 

request the following information and such other information as may be 

deemed proper by the City Treasurer: 

1. The name, residential address, telephone number and date of birth 

of the applicant; 

2. The applicant’s drivers’ license number and state of issuance; 

3. The number of times, dates and places within the preceding five 

years the applicant has been arrested or convicted for traffic 

violations, driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs and/or 

leaving the scene of an accident; 

4. Whether the applicant has been convicted of a felony within the 

preceding five years; 
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5. Whether the applicant is required to register as a sex offender with 

any state; 

6. The business name, address and telephone number of the 

emergency wrecker company for which the applicant is employed; 

7. Verification by a licensed emergency wrecker company that the 

applicant is a current employee of the licensed company at the time 

of submission of the application.” 

SECTION 10.  Section 3.49.235 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Investigation. 

After a complete and fully executed application for an operator’s certificate has 

been filed with the City Treasurer, the Chief of Police shall cause the application to be 

investigated.” 

SECTION 11.  Section 3.49.240 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Fee. 

The operator’s certificate shall not be issued or renewed until the fee for such 

certificate shall have been paid. A fee of $50.00 shall be assessed by the City Treasurer. 

A non-refundable fee of $25.00 will be assessed to the applicant to defray the cost of 

investigation and the application process.” 

SECTION 12.  Section 3.49.245 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Granting or denial; appeals. 

(a) After completing the investigation, the Chief of Police shall determine 

whether an operator’s certificate shall be granted to the applicant.  
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(b) The Chief of Police’s grant or denial of an application for an operator’s 

certificate or the renewal thereof shall be based on information provided in 

the application as well as the results of the background investigation. In 

addition to the qualifications set for in this chapter, the Chief of Police 

shall consider any cause that may exist for suspension or revocation of a 

certificate as set forth in this Code in the determination of the renewal of 

an operator’s certificate. Within ten days after issuance of notice by the 

Chief of Police of the denial of any application, the applicant may submit 

a written request for a hearing before the City Council regarding the Chief 

of Police’s denial.” 

SECTION 13.  Section 3.49.250 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Expiration and Transferability of Certificate. 

(a) All operators’ certificates shall be valid for two years from the date of 

issuance. 

(b) No certificate issued under the provisions of this chapter shall be 

transferable from one individual to another; or by an individual from 

employment by one emergency wrecker service company to employment 

with another emergency wrecker service company; 

(c) An individual may hold multiple permits allowing such individual to be 

employed by more than one emergency wrecker service company, 

however, no additional permit will be issued without written authorization 

from all emergency wrecker service companies with which the individual 
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is or seeks to be permitted. The fee for an additional permit shall be as set 

forth in Section 3.49.240.” 

SECTION 14.  Section 3.49.255 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Renewal. 

An operator’s certificate may be renewed by the City Treasurer in accordance 

with the requirements of Section 3.49.230 upon a written application on a form provided 

by the City Treasurer.” 

SECTION 15.  Section 3.49.260 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Certificate. 

An appropriate certificate shall be furnished to each operator by the City 

Treasurer, showing their name, name of licensed emergency wrecker service company, 

license number and the years for which the certificate is valid. Every emergency wrecker 

services operator, while on duty, shall have the certificate in their possession at all 

times.” 

 SECTION 16.  Section 3.49.265 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Suspension or revocation of certificate. 

(a) Any false statement or misrepresentation of a material fact, made by an 

applicant for the purpose of securing an operator’s certificate, or any 

renewal thereof, shall be deemed good and sufficient cause for refusal to 

grant, or, if granted, for revocation or suspension of a certificate.” 

(b) Every holder of an operator’s certificate issued under this code shall 

comply with all city, state and federal laws. Failure to do so will justify 

suspension or revocation of the certificate by the Chief of Police. 

32



15 
 

(c) An operator’s certificate may be suspended or revoked at any time the 

certificate holder becomes ineligible to hold the certificate pursuant to the 

requirements set forth in this chapter or for a violation of the requirements 

of this Chapter which are applicable to emergency wrecker service 

operators. 

(d) The Chief of Police shall provide written notice of the intent to revoke, 

suspend or deny an operator’s certificate by personal service or by 

certified mail, return receipt requested. The notice shall be sent to the 

mailing address of the licensee on file with the City Treasurer. The notice 

shall provide the effective date of the revocation or suspension of the 

certificate. Such notice shall detail the reasons or basis for the revocation, 

denial, or suspension of the certificate. No revocation or suspension shall 

be imposed on less than five days’ notice to the licensee, and shall specify 

the rights of the licensee to appeal any such denial, revocation or 

suspension.”  

SECTION 17.  Section 3.49.270 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Appeal procedure. 

(a) Any applicant or licensee aggrieved by the denial, suspension, 

modification, revocation or imposition of additional conditions, of an 

operator’s certificate may file with the City Clerk a written notice of 

appeal to the City Council within ten (10) business days of the decision by 

the Chief of Police or his/her designee. The Notice of Appeal shall 

specify:  
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1. The name and address of the appellant; 

2. The date of application; 

3. The date of the denial, suspension, modification, revocation or 

imposition of additional conditions of the operator’s certificate;  

  4. the factual basis for the appeal. 

(b) Upon receipt of a complete and timely filed Notice of Appeal, the City 

Clerk shall schedule a hearing before the City Council, no later than thirty 

days from the date of the filing of the Notice of Appeal with the City 

Clerk. Any appeal shall stay the suspension, modification or revocation of 

the certificate until the matter is heard by the City Council.  

(c) The City Council may approve the denial, suspension, modification, 

revocation, or imposition of additional conditions, overrule the denial, 

suspension, modification, revocation or imposition of additional 

conditions or modify the decision of the Chief of Police.  

(d) In any hearing before the City Council pursuant to this section, a certified 

copy of a conviction from any local, state, or federal court for any 

violation is prima facia evidence of such violation of the provisions of 

Section 3.30.090 of the Code of the City of Wichita.  

(e) The Council's decision may be appealed to the Eighteenth Judicial District 

Court of the State of Kansas pursuant to K.S.A. 60-2101 and any 

amendments thereto. Any such appeal to the District Court shall not stay 

the denial, revocation, modification or suspension of the operator’s 

certificate by the City Council.”  
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 SECTION 18.  Section 3.49.275 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Penalty for violation. 

Every person who is convicted of violating any of the provisions of this Chapter 

shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500, 

or by six months’ imprisonment, or by both such fine and imprisonment.” 

 SECTION 19.  The originals of Sections 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130 and 

3.49.140 are hereby repealed. 

SECTION 20.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, and shall be effective on January 1, 2015, upon its passage and publication once in the 

official city paper. 

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 25th day of 

November, 2014. 

      ____________________________________ 
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe 
Interim Director of Law and City Attorney 
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First Published in The Wichita Eagle on ______________ 
     
DELINEATED                            10/16/14 
 

ORDINANCE NO._________  
 
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTIONS 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130 AND 
3.49.140 AND CREATING SECTIONS 3.49.215, 3.49.220, 3.49.225, 3.49.230, 3.49.235, 
3.49.240, 3.49.245, 3.49.250, 3.49.255, 3.49.260, 3.49.265 AND 3.49.270 OF THE CODE OF 
THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO WRECKER SERVICES. 
 

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

SECTION 1.  Section 3.49.030 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “License—Application—Fees—Renewal. 

(a) A person desiring to engage in emergency wrecker service in the City 

shall file with the City Treasurer a written application upon a form 

provided for that purpose, which must be signed by the applicant or the 

applicant’s authorized agent. The following information is required in the 

application: 

(1) Business name, address and telephone number of the emergency 

wrecker company; 

(2) Number and types of wreckers to be operated; 

(3) Vehicle identification number of each wrecker; 

(4) The location of the facilities to be owned or leased by the applicant 

for the purpose of operating the emergency wrecker service; 

(5) The name, address and telephone number of the owner of the 

emergency wrecker company; 
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(6) An agreement that the applicant will participate in the wrecker 

rotation list; 

(7) Proof that the applicant has secured the payment of compensation 

to the applicant’s employees as set forth in K.S.A. 44-532(b) and 

amendments thereto; 

(8) A maximum fee schedule for standard towing, heavy duty towing, 

specialized towing storage, and mileage, and all other fees 

including fuel surcharges and any additional administrative fees. 

(9) A copy of the wrecker service’s certificate of public service from 

the Kansas Corporation Commission. 

(10) A list of all personnel who are employed by the licensee and will, 

at any time, be required to operate an emergency wrecker. The 

licensee shall provide the employee’s name, date of birth, driver’s 

license number and class of issued driver’s license. Drivers are to 

be employees of the licensee. Independent contractors are not 

allowed to operate an emergency wrecker vehicle or tow vehicles 

pursuant to this Chapter. 

(11) A certification, pursuant to Section 3.02.010 of the Code of the 

City of Wichita, by the applicant that he or she does not owe any 

personal property taxes, motor vehicle taxes, or real estate taxes to 

Sedgwick County, Kansas which are delinquent for any real or 

personal property utilized for the business or storage of vehicles as 
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part of an emergency wrecker company. No license shall be issued 

to a person owing delinquent taxes or certifying a false statement. 

(b) A fee of $50.00 for processing the initial application or any renewals 

thereof must be submitted with the application; this fee accompanying the 

applicant shall not be refundable. 

(c) Every license issued pursuant to this Chapter shall terminate at the 

expiration of twelve months from the date of issuance, unless sooner 

revoked, and must be renewed before operation of an emergency wrecker 

service is allowed to continue. Anyone desiring to renew a license shall 

follow the procedures in subsection (a) of this Section for an initial 

application. 

(d) Failure to submit a schedule of fees with the annual application will result 

in utilizing the last schedule of fees submitted by the licensee.” 

SECTION 2. Section. 3.49.100 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “Powers and duties of Chief of Police. 

In addition to the powers and duties prescribed elsewhere in this Chapter, the 

Chief of Police is authorized to: 

(a) Enforce all provisions of this Chapter; 

(b) Adopts rules and regulations, after reasonable notice to the licensees, not 

inconsistent with the provisions of this Chapter, with respect to the 

investigation of applicants and other matters incidental or appropriate to 

his powers and duties as may be necessary for the proper enforcement of 

the provisions of this Chapter; 
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(c) Conduct, when appropriate, periodic investigations of emergency wrecker 

companies throughout the City; 

(d) Keep records of service adequacy and responsiveness of licensees and 

provide these records to the City Treasurer upon request; 

(e) Ensure that wrecker fee schedules are accessible to the public by posting 

the schedule on the police and/or City website, having the fee schedule 

available for review upon request of officers and citizens at accident 

scenes and posted at Wichita Police Department substations.” 

SECTION 3. Section. 3.49.110 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

amended to read as follows:  “Emergency wrecker dispatched service call procedures. 

(a) The Chief of Police shall establish a list consisting of emergency 

wrecker companies licensed under this Chapter. 

(b) The wrecker list shall contain the name, address, phone number 

and towing rates for each emergency wrecker company licensed by 

the City of Wichita. 

(c) When a law enforcement officer determines that emergency 

wrecker services are required to remove a wrecked or disabled 

vehicle, the owner or person in charge of the wrecked or disabled 

vehicle will be provided the list of licensed wreckers. The 

emergency wrecker service list, including the tow fees charged by 

each company, shall be posted on the City’s website and be made 

readily available to all law enforcement officers and to the owners 

or persons in charge of wrecked or disabled vehicles upon request. 
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(d) The If the owner or person in charge of the vehicle’s choice of 

wrecker service company vehicle chooses a specific wrecker 

service, this choice will be relayed to SPIDER by the law 

enforcement officer so that a dispatched service call may be made. 

(e) When an emergency wrecker is needed, the need will be 

immediately made known to the dispatcher for Special Police 

Information Data Entry and Retrieval Unit (SPIDER). On 

receiving the first communication, the dispatcher at the SPIDER 

unit must call the emergency wrecker company chosen by the 

owner or person in charge of such vehicle, if so designated. If the 

driver or person in charge of the vehicle fails to designate or 

choose an Emergency Wrecker Service, or the Emergency 

Wrecker Service chosen is not available for dispatch, the SPIDER 

dispatcher will contact the next Emergency Wrecker Service on the 

rotation list. If two vehicles are to be towed, the Emergency 

Wrecker Service will be requested to dispatch either a wrecker 

capable of handling two vehicles or two wreckers. In the event the 

first company called has no wreckers available, then the dispatcher 

at the SPIDER unit shall call the company which appears next on 

the list or, in the event the first wrecker service company called 

fails or is unable to respond within 45 minutes under nominal 

conditions, then the dispatcher shall call the next wrecker company 

appearing on the list. A call to a specific location for a single 
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accident shall be considered as one call and only one company will 

be called; provided, however, that if necessary, additional 

companies may be called.” 

SECTION 4. Section 3.49.130 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is 

hereby amended to read as follows:  “Fees for emergency wrecker service. 

(a) Only emergency wrecker companies licensed by the City of 

Wichita shall be subject to these regulations governing fees to be 

charged by emergency wrecker services. 

(b) A wrecker service shall submit a schedule of towing fees with the 

annual application for licensing. 

(c) Failure to submit fee schedules with the annual application will 

result in utilizing the last fee schedule submitted. 

(d) Wrecker services companies may not charge rates in excess of 

those filed with their licensing application for emergency wrecker 

services. 

(e) No fees, including fuel surcharge or administrative fees, other than 

those submitted in the licensing application, may be charged by the 

emergency wrecker company.” 

SECTION 5. Section 3.49.140 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is 

hereby amended to read as follows:  “Requirements and operating procedures for 

emergency wrecker service. 

(a) An emergency wrecker company licensee shall comply with the 

following requirements and procedures: 
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(1) (a)   Maintain 24-hour wrecker service; 

(2) (b)  Arrive at the accident or to the place designated by the 

dispatcher at the Special Police Information Data Entry and 

Retrieval unit (SPIDER) within a reasonable time after 

having been notified to do so, such response time not to 

exceed 45 minutes; 

(3) (c)  Deliver, in every instance, the wrecked or disabled 

vehicle to its storage facility or other location as directed by 

the owner or agent of the vehicle; 

(4) (d)  When directed by an officer at the scene of an accident, 

temporarily remove vehicles which are creating a traffic 

hazard to a side street or other place as may be directed by 

the officer; 

(5) (e)  Report to the City’s licensing agent all changes in 

emergency wreckers and equipment used in the licensee’s 

emergency wrecker service; 

(6) (f)  Completely remove from the site of an accident all 

resulting wreckage, debris, reasonable amounts of 

automotive fluids which are dropped or spilled, and any 

and all other reasonable amounts of injurious substances 

dropped upon the highway from such vehicle including all 

broken glass, which remains in the street, but excluding 

truck or vehicle cargoes, before leaving the site. In the 
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event two or more wreckers are called to the same accident, 

both operators shall be equally responsible for the removal 

of debris from the right-of-way; 

(7) (g)   Not permit the use of a wrecker by another licensee; 

(8) (h)  The licensee shall not permit an individual to drive a wrecker 

unless the individual holds a valid driver’s license, a valid 

operator’s certificate as required by Section 3.49.225, and is a 

current employee of the licensee. Drivers are to be employees of 

the licensee. Independent contractors are not allowed to operate an 

emergency wrecker vehicle or tow vehicles pursuant to this 

Chapter. 

(9) (i)  The licensee and its employees shall not assess or 

collect fees or charges in excess of those filed with its 

licensing application; 

(10) (j)  The licensee and its employees shall not prohibit or 

refuse to allow the owner, operator or person in possession 

of the vehicle, who has proof of title or registration, to 

retrieve any medicine, medical supplies or governmental-

issued documents regarding identification from an 

impounded or towed vehicle to have access to any personal 

property in an impounded vehicle for forty-eight (48) hours 

after such vehicle has been towed and such personal 

property shall be released to the owner; 
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(11) (k)  Have all wreckers clearly and permanently marked 

with the name and address of the licensee on both doors of 

the vehicle; 

(12) (l)  All wrecker drivers of the licensee shall wear shirts 

identifying the licensee’s company name; 

(13) (m)  The licensee shall, upon request by a vehicle owner, 

disclose the name and address of its insurance carrier; 

(14) (n)  Carry in all vehicles owned or leased by the licensee 

“Wrecker Operator Receipt Books” which shall contain 

forms that shall be filled out and signed by an authorized 

public agency at the scene of an impound. The form will 

authorize the licensee or the licensee’s agent or employee 

to tow the vehicle, will contain a space to be marked by the 

authorized public agency indicating whether the vehicle 

shall be held as evidence in a criminal matter, and will state 

that the licensee assumes liability for the vehicle being 

towed along with any and all property contained therein. 

Such forms shall be subject to prior approval by the City’s 

licensing agent and it shall be the responsibility of the 

licensee to provide such forms; 

(15) (o)  Carry in all vehicles owned or operated by the licensee 

a copy of the licensee’s schedules of fees; 
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(16) (p)  Shall at all times comply with K.S.A. 8-1103 and 

amendments thereto; 

(17) (q)   The owner of a vehicle towed shall have access to any 

personal property in such vehicle for 48 hours after such 

vehicle has been towed and such personal property shall be 

released to the owner or as otherwise required by state law; 

(18) (r)  Shall accept, at no additional fee, credit card, debit card 

or cash payments for any towing, storage or other fees and 

costs due from the owner of the vehicle for emergency 

wrecker service; 

(19) (s)  Upon request by any law enforcement officer, or the 

owner of a vehicle to be towed, the emergency wrecker 

operator shall provide proof of a valid and unexpired 

emergency wrecker service operator’s certificate issued 

pursuant to this chapter.” 

SECTION 6.  Section 3.49.215 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Operator’s certificate required. 

It shall be unlawful for any person to report for and make an emergency wrecker 

tow unless the operator of the wrecker shall have in their possession an operator’s 

certificate issued under the provisions of this chapter.” 

SECTION 7.  Section 3.49.220 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Emergency wrecker service operator. 
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(a) Any person who owns an emergency wrecker company as defined by this 

chapter, or any employee of such company who reports for and makes an 

emergency wrecker tow within the city shall: 

(a) Be 18 years of age or older; 

(b) Be a person of good moral character; and 

(c)        Possess an operator’s certificate.” 

SECTION 8.  Section 3.49.225 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Qualifications for emergency wrecker services operator 

certificate. 

Each applicant for an operator’s certificate shall undergo an investigation by the 

Chief of Police to determine if an operator’s certificate will be issued. An operator’s 

certificate shall not be issued to any person who: 

(a) Made false or misleading statements of fact in the application; 

(b) Within five years of the date of application had an operator’s certificate 

revoked; 

(c) Is now registered as a sex offender with any state; 

(d) Within five years preceding the date of the application has been found 

guilty of, pleaded guilty to, pleaded nolo contendere to or been convicted 

of a federal, state or local law of any city for leaving the scene of a motor 

vehicle accident or driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs, or  

(e) Within five years preceding the date of application has been found guilty 

of, pleaded guilty to, pleaded nolo contendere to or has been convicted of 

a felony.” 
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SECTION 9.  Section 3.49.230 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Application for emergency wrecker operator’s certificate. 

(a) Filing. Every person desiring to report for an emergency tow within the 

city shall file with the City Treasurer a written application for an 

operator’s certificate. 

(b) Application form. The application for an operator’s certificate shall be 

made upon a printed form to be provided by the City Treasurer and shall 

request the following information and such other information as may be 

deemed proper by the City Treasurer: 

1. The name, residential address, telephone number and date of birth 

of the applicant; 

2. The applicant’s drivers’ license number and state of issuance; 

3. The number of times, dates and places within the preceding five 

years the applicant has been arrested or convicted for traffic 

violations, driving under the influence of alcohol or drugs and/or 

leaving the scene of an accident; 

4. Whether the applicant has been convicted of a felony within the 

preceding five years; 

5. Whether the applicant is required to register as a sex offender with 

any state; 

6. The business name, address and telephone number of the 

emergency wrecker company for which the applicant is employed; 

47



13 
 

7. Verification by a licensed emergency wrecker company that the 

applicant is a current employee of the licensed company at the time 

of submission of the application.” 

SECTION 10.  Section 3.49.235 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Investigation. 

After a complete and fully executed application for an operator’s certificate has 

been filed with the City Treasurer, the Chief of Police shall cause the application to be 

investigated.” 

SECTION 11.  Section 3.49.240 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Fee. 

The operator’s certificate shall not be issued or renewed until the fee for such 

certificate shall have been paid. A fee of $50.00 shall be assessed by the City Treasurer. 

A non-refundable fee of $25.00 will be assessed to the applicant to defray the cost of 

investigation and the application process.” 

SECTION 12.  Section 3.49.245 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Granting or denial; appeals. 

(a) After completing the investigation, the Chief of Police shall determine 

whether an operator’s certificate shall be granted to the applicant.  

(b) The Chief of Police’s grant or denial of an application for an operator’s 

certificate or the renewal thereof shall be based on information provided in 

the application as well as the results of the background investigation. In 

addition to the qualifications set for in this chapter, the Chief of Police 

shall consider any cause that may exist for suspension or revocation of a 
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certificate as set forth in this Code in the determination of the renewal of 

an operator’s certificate. Within ten days after issuance of notice by the 

Chief of Police of the denial of any application, the applicant may submit 

a written request for a hearing before the City Council regarding the Chief 

of Police’s denial.” 

SECTION 13.  Section 3.49.250 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Expiration and Transferability of Certificate. 

(a)  All operators’ certificates shall be valid for two years from the date of 

issuance. 

(b)  No certificate issued under the provisions of this chapter shall be 

transferable from one individual to another; or by an individual from 

employment by one emergency wrecker service company to employment 

with another emergency wrecker service company; 

(c)  An individual may hold multiple permits allowing such individual to be 

employed by more than one emergency wrecker service company, 

however, no additional permit will be issued without written authorization 

from all emergency wrecker service companies with which the individual 

is or seeks to be permitted. The fee for an additional permit shall be as set 

forth in Section 3.49.240.” 
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SECTION 14.  Section 3.49.255 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Renewal. 

An operator’s certificate may be renewed by the City Treasurer in accordance 

with the requirements of Section 3.49.230 upon a written application on a form provided 

by the City Treasurer.” 

SECTION 15.  Section 3.49.260 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Certificate. 

An appropriate certificate shall be furnished to each operator by the City 

Treasurer, showing their name, name of licensed emergency wrecker service company, 

license number and the years for which the certificate is valid. Every emergency wrecker 

services operator, while on duty, shall have the certificate in their possession at all 

times.” 

 SECTION 16.  Section 3.49.265 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Suspension or revocation of certificate. 

(a) Any false statement or misrepresentation of a material fact, made by an 

applicant for the purpose of securing an operator’s certificate, or any 

renewal thereof, shall be deemed good and sufficient cause for refusal to 

grant, or, if granted, for revocation or suspension of a certificate.” 

(b) Every holder of an operator’s certificate issued under this code shall 

comply with all city, state and federal laws. Failure to do so will justify 

suspension or revocation of the certificate by the Chief of Police. 

(c) An operator’s certificate may be suspended or revoked at any time the 

certificate holder becomes ineligible to hold the certificate pursuant to the 
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requirements set forth in this chapter or for a violation of the requirements 

of this Chapter which are applicable to emergency wrecker service 

operators. 

(d) The Chief of Police shall provide written notice of the intent to revoke, 

suspend or deny an operator’s certificate by personal service or by 

certified mail, return receipt requested. The notice shall be sent to the 

mailing address of the licensee on file with the City Treasurer. The notice 

shall provide the effective date of the revocation or suspension of the 

certificate. Such notice shall detail the reasons or basis for the revocation, 

denial, or suspension of the certificate. No revocation or suspension shall 

be imposed on less than five days’ notice to the licensee, and shall specify 

the rights of the licensee to appeal any such denial, revocation or 

suspension.”  

SECTION 17.  Section 3.49.270 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Appeal procedure. 

(a) Any applicant or licensee aggrieved by the denial, suspension, 

modification, revocation or imposition of additional conditions, of an 

operator’s certificate may file with the City Clerk a written notice of 

appeal to the City Council within ten (10) business days of the decision by 

the Chief of Police or his/her designee. The Notice of Appeal shall 

specify:  

1. The name and address of the appellant; 

2. The date of application; 
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3. The date of the denial, suspension, modification, revocation or 

imposition of additional conditions of the operator’s certificate;  

  4. the factual basis for the appeal. 

(b) Upon receipt of a complete and timely filed Notice of Appeal, the City 

Clerk shall schedule a hearing before the City Council, no later than thirty 

days from the date of the filing of the Notice of Appeal with the City 

Clerk. Any appeal shall stay the suspension, modification or revocation of 

the certificate until the matter is heard by the City Council.  

(c) The City Council may approve the denial, suspension, modification, 

revocation, or imposition of additional conditions, overrule the denial, 

suspension, modification, revocation or imposition of additional 

conditions or modify the decision of the Chief of Police.  

(d) In any hearing before the City Council pursuant to this section, a certified 

copy of a conviction from any local, state, or federal court for any 

violation is prima facia evidence of such violation of the provisions of 

Section 3.30.090 of the Code of the City of Wichita.  

(e) The Council's decision may be appealed to the Eighteenth Judicial District 

Court of the State of Kansas pursuant to K.S.A. 60-2101 and any 

amendments thereto. Any such appeal to the District Court shall not stay 

the denial, revocation, modification or suspension of the operator’s 

certificate by the City Council.”  
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 SECTION 18.  Section 3.49.275 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas is hereby 

created to read as follows:  “Penalty for violation. 

Every person who is convicted of violating any of the provisions of this Chapter 

shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and shall be punished by a fine of not more than $500, 

or by six months’ imprisonment, or by both such fine and imprisonment.” 

 SECTION 19.  The originals of Sections 3.49.030, 3.49.100, 3.49.110, 3.49.130 and 

3.49.140 are hereby repealed. 

SECTION 20.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, and shall be effective on January 1, 2015, upon its passage and publication once in the 

official city paper. 

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this ________ day of 

________________, 2014. 

      ____________________________________ 
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
___________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe 
Interim Director of Law and City Attorney 
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          Agenda Item No. IV- 3 
         

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
November 4, 2014 

 
 

    
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Quarterly Financial Report for the Quarter Ended September 30, 2014 
 
INITIATED BY: Department of Finance  
 
AGENDA:  New Business 
 
 
Recommendation:  Receive and file the Quarterly Financial Report. 
 
Background:  The Finance Department prepares quarterly unaudited financial reports to monitor and review the 
financial activities of the operating and capital funds. The report is presented to provide the City Council and 
citizens with information that will assist in making informed decisions. The report is available on the City’s 
website. Citizens may obtain a printed copy by contacting the Department of Finance at 268-4651. 
 
Analysis:  Comparisons of budgeted amounts to actual revenue and expenditures are provided for each 
operating fund. In addition, financial statements prepared on an accrual basis are presented for enterprise, 
internal service and pension trust funds, consistent with generally accepted accounting principles. The Quarterly 
Financial Report may not reflect all the transactions and adjustments that relate to activities through September 
30, 2014.  
 
Financial highlights are summarized beginning on page iii, with financial statements beginning on page 1.  
Supplementary information, including information on the performance of invested funds, capital projects 
currently underway, and a quarterly summary of disadvantaged and emerging business activity is presented in 
the final section of this report.   

 
Financial Considerations:  The Director of Finance will provide a financial overview at the City Council 
meeting. 
 
Legal Considerations:  There are no legal considerations. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council receive and file the Quarterly Financial 
Report for the quarter ended September 30, 2014. 
 
Attachment: Quarterly Financial Report 
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 Agenda Item No. IV- 4  
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT: City of Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
INITIATED BY: Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA: New Business 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Endorse the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan. 
 
Background: The City of Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan is a 10-year guide for how the City of Wichita 
should improve conditions for walking. The Plan includes a vision, goals, actions, priorities, design 
guidance, and performance measures.  
 
On April 16, 2013, the City Council approved a Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the YMCA, acting as the fiscal agent for the Health and Wellness Coalition 
of Wichita. The MOU’s purpose is to support projects that make it easier, safer, and more convenient for 
people to walk and bike within the City.  The projects identified in the MOU included the creation of a 
pedestrian master plan. On May 14, 2013, the City Council approved the selection and contract with 
Toole Design Group to undertake the preparation of the Plan.   
 
Over the last year, a Steering Committee of volunteers and agency representatives has worked closely 
with a Technical Advisory Committee comprised of City staff members, and the community at-large to 
create a plan that meets the needs of our community. There have been many different public input 
opportunities related to the Plan, including 11 Steering Committee meetings; two open house events, and 
11 focus groups/listening sessions. Individuals have also had opportunities to provide comments online 
through an online survey, interactive mapping tool, and on the Activate Wichita Pedestrian Plan topic.  
 
During August and September 2014, the Plan was presented to the following advisory boards and the 
planning commission.  

• All six DABs, the Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board, and the Wichita Transit 
Advisory Board recommend that the City Council endorse the Plan as presented.  
 

• The Wichita-Sedgwick Access Advisory Board recommended that the City Council adopt the 
Plan, provided that the Sidewalk Ordinance be amended such that: “Sidewalk must be installed or 
rehabilitated when any street is constructed, reconstructed, resurfaced, or restored. If sidewalk is 
not to be installed or rehabilitated, any waiver of the installation of the sidewalk must be by a 
separate vote of the City Council.” 
 

• The Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommended that the 
City Council adopt the Plan, subject to the addition of text to the plan emphasizing that the design 
guidance is for City of Wichita public projects and not a requirement for private developments. 

 
Based on the feedback received from the advisory boards and planning commission, the Plan draft has 
been updated to include text that emphasizes the design guidance is not a requirement and intended only 
for the City of Wichita public projects.  Please see the attachment Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
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 Page 2  
November Revisions for a listing of the revisions to the plan following the reviews by the advisory 
boards and commission.  

 
Analysis: The Plan includes the following three goals.  

• Goal 1: Provide a safe and welcoming pedestrian network 
• Goal 2: Improve community accessibility and connections for pedestrians 
• Goal 3: Promote a citywide culture of walking 

 
In order to accomplish the goals, the Plan contains strategic recommendations for improvements split into 
the following categories: Engineering, Encouragement, Education, Enforcement, Maintenance and 
Construction, and Plan Implementation.  
 
Engineering 
The Plan includes recommendations for physical changes through: 1) design guidance; and 2) processes 
and programs. The design guidance illustrate best practices – with graphics, photo examples, descriptions, 
benefits, and the crash reduction factors. The Plan does not include a map with recommendations for 
specific improvements. Instead, it recommends processes and programs that can be used to identify 
improvements based on strategic priorities (i.e. walking routes that can be used to identify specific 
improvements like crosswalks, sidewalks, etc.). 
 
Encouragement; Education; Enforcement; Maintenance and Construction; and Plan Implementation 
The Plan includes recommendations for nine (9) strategies with related actions related to the non-
Engineering category improvements. A listing of the strategies is included in the executive summary.  
 
Prioritization and Funding 
Recommendations within the Plan can be scaled up or down depending on available resources. Many of 
the recommendations are for activities that the City already does (i.e. crosswalks, intersections, etc.) The 
Plan contains planning level cost estimates for typical pedestrian treatments, and information on a variety 
of local, federal funding sources. The Plan also includes information to assist with establishing priorities, 
because resources and timing don’t generally allow for every initiative to be undertaken at once.  
 
Financial Considerations: No funding is attached to the Plan, and endorsement by the City Council does 
not involve any commitment by the City for future funding. It is a future guide for pedestrian related 
infrastructure, policies, and programs. Any funding to implement the Plan will need to be initiated 
through one or more separate processes.   
 
Recommendations/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council adopt a resolution endorsing the 
Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments: 

• City Council resolution endorsing the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
• Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan Executive Summary 
• Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan, November 2014 
• Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan November Revisions 
• DAB I 8/4/2014 Minutes 
• DAB II 8/5/2014 Minutes 
• DAB III 8/6/2014 Minutes 
• DAB IV 8/4/2014 Minutes 
• DAB V 8/18/2014 Minutes 
• DAB VI 8/4/2014 Minutes 
• Wichita-Sedgwick County Access Advisory Board Minutes 8/17/2014 
• Wichita Transit Advisory Board 8/15/2014 Minutes 
• Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board 9/8/2014 Minutes 
• Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission 10/9/2014 Minutes 
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-317 
  

A RESOLUTION ENDORSING THE WICHITA PEDESTRIAN 
MASTER PLAN  
 

 
WHEREAS, walking is the most fundamental and equitable form of human 

transportation; and  
 
WHEREAS, the City of Wichita works to make the best use its public streets and 

paths to move people and goods; and 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Wichita has an opportunity to improve health and to 

provide a variety of viable transportation options including walking; and  
 
WHEREAS, multiple citizen surveys have shown a desire for improvements 

related to walking in Wichita, the most recent being the 2012 National Citizen Survey 
which reported that the satisfaction of Wichita residents with the ease of walking in the 
city is “much below” the satisfaction of residents in comparable cities; and 

 
WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Wichita recognizes the importance 

of creating a collaborative vision and long-term plan for improving the conditions for 
walking in Wichita; and  

 
WHEREAS, the City of Wichita has hosted numerous events and meetings to 

gather input on the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan, including two open house events, an 
online survey; and presentations to the district advisory boards, Wichita Transit Advisory 
Board, Wichita-Sedgwick County Access Advisory Board, and Wichita-Sedgwick 
County Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and neighborhood organizations; and  

 
WHEREAS, the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan represents the culmination of 

that civic planning process; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan has established a strategy for 

increasing the amount of walking in Wichita by 50 percent, while reducing the rate of 
fatal crashes involving pedestrians by one-third. 

 
NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY 

OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 

Section 1.  The City Council of the City of Wichita endorses the Wichita 
Pedestrian Master Plan. 
 

Section 2.  The City of Wichita shall use the recommended design concepts and 
street improvements contained in the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan as guidance in 
future planning and decision-making regarding public infrastructure investments, 
operations, and policies. 
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 ADOPTED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this 4th day of 
November, 2014.  
 
 
       CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
 
 
 

____________________________________ 
Carl Brewer, Mayor 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
(SEAL) 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim Director of Law and City Attorney 
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The Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan (Plan) is a guide for how the City of Wichita can improve 
conditions for walking over the next 10 years. Wichita residents have indicated a desire to improve 
conditions for walking, and especially to make needed safety improvements. Wichita residents 
currently walk for 1.3 percent of trips to work, yet pedestrians account for 16.8 percent  of traffic 
fatalities in the city.1 In addition to a desire for safety improvements, Wichita residents shared the 
following perspectives about the Wichita pedestrian environment:

»» Twenty six percent of residents in the region felt that the lack of safe and accessible sidewalks 
and other pedestrian facilities was currently a problem and a further 26 percent felt it is an 
emerging problem.2 

»» Improving safety on roadways ranks second out of 16 priority options for roadway 
improvements for residents in the region.2 

»» Nearly 93 percent of survey participants agree or strongly agree that Wichita should help 
seniors, those who are disabled, and low-income residents meet their transportation needs.3 

»» Forty five percent of citizens rated walking conditions in Wichita as “good” or “excellent.” When 
compared to other cities of its size, Wichita is considerably below the national benchmark.4   

»» Sidewalk maintenance was rated a 40 out of 100, much below the nationwide benchmark.4   

»» The most popular recreational activities in Wichita include: walking for pleasure (#1), dog 
walking (#4), and nature walks (#9).5  

»» Residents want to be able to walk to Wichita parks and want help finding their way to trails. 5 

1  Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report.” 2014.
2   WAMPO Household Travel Survey. 2010 - 2011.
3  Wichita-Sedgwick County Community Investments Plan Community Survey. 2013
4  National Citizen Survey. 2012.
5  Wichita Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan Survey. 2007.

EXECUTIVE 
SUMMARY

59



http://walking.wichita.gov

2

EX
EC

U
TI

V
E 

SU
M

M
A

RY

http://walking.wichita.gov

This Plan presents an opportunity for the City of Wichita to build on what residents already find 
to be valuable community assets, while continuing to improve the pedestrian environment for all 
users of the transportation system. Walking is the most basic form of transportation. Improving the 
pedestrian environment – the “walkability” of a place – can result in significant improvements in the 
public health, safety, and the economic well-being of a community. 

PUBLIC INPUT AND THE PLANNING PROCESS   
This Plan reflects public input received throughout the planning process. This included numerous 
opportunities and different formats for stakeholders to provide input, including: Steering Committee 
meetings; two (2) public open house events; multiple listening sessions; an online survey; and an 
online interactive map. Ultimately, the planning process was guided by a Steering Committee of 
Wichita citizens and stakeholders who were assisted by a Technical Advisory Committee comprised of 
City staff. 

One overarching theme from the public input was a desire to improve conditions for walking in 
Wichita and make it safer for all pedestrians. Stakeholders emphasized the need to improve the 
pedestrian network for seniors and children. Making and enhancing connections between and within 
neighborhoods was also strongly desired. The Vision, Goals, Strategies, and Actions were developed 
to reflect the public input. 

THE WICHITA PEDESTRIAN PLAN VISION AND GOALS  

The Wichita Pedestrian Vision 

By 2024, the City of Wichita will be a pedestrian friendly community and a place where 
walking is an easy choice in all people’s daily lives. Wichita residents and visitors 
will have access to high quality and safe walking environments that connect all 
neighborhoods, destinations, and other modes of transportation, while contributing to 
a stronger, healthier, and more vibrant Wichita.

6  Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report.” 2014.

Goals

Goal 1: Provide a safe and welcoming pedestrian network 
Improving safety for all roadway users is essential to creating a pedestrian-friendly community. 

Performance Measure Target: Reduce the pedestrian fatality rate by one third over the next 10 years. 

Baseline:
»» The Bicycling and Walking in the United States 2014 Benchmarking Report reports the 

2009-2011 Pedestrian Fatality Rate for Wichita at 16.8. Pedestrian Fatalities per 10,000 daily 
pedestrian commuters is calculated by dividing the average number of annual pedestrian 
fatalities from crashes with motor vehicles (obtained from KDOT data) by the estimated 
average annual number of commuters walking to work  (obtained from U.S. Census American 
Community Survey three year estimate) - divided by 10,000.6
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Goal 2: Improve community accessibility and connections for pedestrians
Reducing barriers to transportation by building network connections will make the walking 
environment in the City of Wichita more accessible to everyone.

Performance Measure Target: Increase the amount of walking in Wichita by 50% over the next 10 years. 

Baselines:
»» The U.S. Census Bureau 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates reports that 

walking is the primary means of transportation to work for 1.3 percent of Wichita resident 
workers age 16 and over.

»» The 2013 WAMPO bicycle and pedestrian counts conducted for two hour periods on a 
weekend and a weekday reported 724 pedestrians counted at count locations in Wichita.

Goal 3: Promote a citywide culture of walking 
Providing a citywide environment where walking is available as a comfortable everyday option 
provides the population of Wichita with more transportation and recreation options.

Performance Measure Target: Increase the percentage of survey respondents rating ease of walking in 
Wichita as “excellent or good” to at least 60 percent.

Baseline:
»» As part of the 2012 National Citizen Survey, 45 percent of Wichita survey respondents rated the 

ease of walking in Wichita as “excellent” or “good.”
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The following ten strategies are recommended for implementation over the next 10 years to achieve 
the goals and realize the vision of this Plan.

Strategy 1 - Implement the Design Guidance Included in Chapter 7 of this Plan
Following a set of comprehensive design guidlines can provide consistent, useful direction to 
practitioners help reduce crashes, improve access, create a better walking environment, and set 
consistent expectations for pedestrians. This strategy recommends that the City incorporate this 
Plan’s design guidance into City guidelines, projects and review processes. 

Strategy 2 - Create a Marked Crosswalk Policy
It is recommended that the City develop a policy to help formalize a consistent approach for marked 
crosswalks. This will help improve safety and set consistent expectations for all street users. It is also 
recommended that the City review and update existing marked crosswalks. 

Strategy 3 - Focus Pedestrian Improvement Resources on Improving Safety at Intersections
Crashes involving pedestrians and motor vehicles typically occur at intersections. Focusing resources 
on improving the design of intersections is the single best way to reduce the number of crashes and 
injuries involving pedestrians. It is recommended that the City identify high priority intersections for 
improvements and include pedestrian safety as a factor in capital projects selection processes.

Strategy 4 - Provide Sidewalks along Arterial Streets 
It is recommended that the City continue to install sidewalks along arterial streets, and that the City 
utilize a prioritization process to ensure that new sidewalks are in locations that will have the greatest 
benefit to the community. 

Strategy 5 – Improve Pedestrian Infrastructure near Senior Centers, Housing and Destinations
Seniors are encouraged to walk to maintain and promote health, independence, and social 
interaction. At the same time, the percentage of pedestrian fatalities that involve seniors is 
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disproportionately high compared to their representation in the general population.7 It is 
recommended that the City work with other community partners to respond to requests for 
improvements along senior walking routes. 

Strategy 6 – Improve Safety by Improving Pedestrian Infrastructure near Schools
It is recommended that the City work with other community partners to identify school walking 
routes and identify improvements. It is also recommended that the City continue its support of 
school districts to upgrade school curbside management plans that make it safer to walk to school. 

Strategy 7 – Make Maintenance of Pedestrian Infrastructure a Priority
The City already has a significant network of sidewalks and pedestrian infrastructure. Maintaining the 
existing pedestrian infrastructure is necessary to improve pedestrian safety, encourage more walking, 
and save money by increasing facility life. It is recommended that the City review and update the 
process for identifying and prioritizing pedestrian maintenance needs and improve the way that 
people can report concerns regarding pedestrian facility maintenance. 

Strategy 8 - Plant and Maintain Street Trees
It is recommended that the City continue providing trees along roadways by incorporating street 
trees in capital projects, and seek funding/partnerships to maintain existing and new street trees. 

Strategy 9 – Support Efforts to Encourage Walking to School and Safety Education
Walking provides freedom and independence to younger populations. It is recommended that the 
City continue to support partner organizations to encourage and support participation in national 
“Walk to School Day.” 

Strategy 10 – Monitor and Update the Implementation Plan
It is recommended that the City create an annual work plan and develop an annual progress report. It 
is also recommended that the City provide training and adequate staffing to implement this Plan. 

7 US Department of Transportation National Highway Traffic Safety Administration. “Traffic Safety Facts.” 2012.
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Apart from the “Top 10” strategies recommended for implementation over the the next 10 years, 
there are a number of longer-term strategies that should also be considered including those listed 
below: 

»» Strategy 11– Make Area-Specific Pedestrian Improvements

»» Strategy 12 – Improve Pedestrian Access to Buildings

»» Strategy 13 - Improve Pedestrian Connections to Transit

»» Strategy 14– Encourage Walking for Fun, Health, and Transportation

»» Strategy 15 – Provide Pedestrian Wayfinding

»» Strategy 16 – Support Safety Education Programs that Focus on Changing Pedestrian, Bicycle 
and Motorist Behavior

»» Strategy 17– Develop Enforcement Strategies that Focus on Changing Pedestrian and Motorist 
Behaviors that Cause Crashes 

»» Strategy 18 – Maintain Pedestrian Access During Construction

MAKING PROGRESS   
An essential part of this plan is establishing a process for evaluating progress and adjusting annual 
work plans to react to identified priorities. Maintaining an annual work plan and progress report 
can be important to help achieve year to year progress. It can also be important to have  a clear 
understanding of the costs of pedestrian infrastructure, and to identify potential infrastructure and 
program funding sources.

Annual Work Plan and Implementation Progress Report    
Establishing a process for setting short-term targets, ensuring accountability, and celebrating 
successes can be one of the best ways to make progress implementing this Plan over the next 10 
years. 
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An  annual implementation work plan can be used to focus attention on areas identified as lacking, 
be a mechanism to look for opportunities to take advantage of public and private projects, and 
a chance to reconsider how resources are being allocated. It should identify annual performance 
targets for implementation of this plan. A draft 2014-2015 Annual Implementation Work Plan is 
provided as Appendix G.

To monitor the progress of implementation, a progress report should be prepared on an annual basis. 
This document should illustrate progress relative to the goals and performance measures expressed 
in this plan, and provide an opportunity to celebrate major accomplishments. The progress report 
should be geared toward the public as the primary audience, but can also be used by the Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Advisory Board and the City Council as they review progress and recommend future 
actions.

Infrastructure Costs & Potential Funding Sources   
The cost of pedestrian infrastructure varies by location depending on many factors. However, a 
general sense of the scale of these costs is important for planning and project development. Chapter 
5 provides additional information on planning level cost estimates for pedestrian infrastructure. The 
cost estimate information should only be used for planning level estimates and not for determining 
actual bid prices for a specific infrastructure project. Cost estimates can be refined as a potential 
project moves from planning to design and construction. The figure below illustrates how the cost 
estimates are refined as a project moves through the design process.

Figure II: Cost Estimates for Planning and Design Phases

Long-range 
planning

Conceptual
design

Construction
designs

Project
bid

Construction

»» planning level 
cost estimate

»» preliminary 
cost estimate

»» engineer’s 
estimate

»» actual costs

Pedestrian 
Master 

Plan

Annual
Work 
Plan

Annual
Progress
Report

Figure I: Pedestrian Plan Implementation
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Pedestrian projects and programs can be developed either as stand-alone projects or as part of other 
projects through routine accommodation (e.g. including a crosswalk as part of a repaving project), 
which generally costs less compared to undertaking a project separately. 
Table I: Pedestrian Projects Funding Sources Summary Matrix

NHPP = National Highway Performance Program
CMAQ = Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement  
                  Program
RTP = Regional Trails Program
P/P = Public Private Partnerships
C/R = Private Construction

RA = Routine Accomodation
BGT = Budget
CIP = Capital Improvement Program
STP = Surface Transportation Program
HSIP = Highway Safety Improvement Program
402 = State and Community Highway Safety Program, Section 402

Project Type RA BGT CIP STP HSIP 402 NHPP CMAQ RTP TAP P/P C/R

Pedestrian Plan x x x
Paved Shoulders x x x x x x x x
Shared Use Path/Trail x x x x x x x x x
Spot Improvement Program x x x x x x x x x
Maps x x x x x
Sidewalks, new or retrofit x x x x x x x x x x
Crosswalk, new or retrofit x x x x x x x x x x
Trail/Highway Intersection x x x x x x x x x
Signal Improvements x x x x x x x x x x
Curb Cuts/Ramps x x x x x x x x x x
Traffic Calming x x x x x x x x
Coordinator Position x x
Safety/Education Position x x x x
Police Patrol x x x
Safety Brochure/Book x x x x x x
Training x x x x x x
Technical Assistance x x x x x

Local Federal Other

There are a variety of funding sources that can be used to fund pedestrian projects. The following 
matrix summarizes funding opportunities and the types of projects or programs they can support:

Project Prioritization    
Local plans and existing guidelines related to walking were reviewed. Comparison communities were 
also contacted for perspective on how pedestrian issues are addressed. This information helped to 
provide context for pedestrian related policies and conditions in Wichita.

Establishing implementation priorities is important because resources and timing generally don’t 
allow for every project and improvement to be undertaken at once. It can be challenging for a 
community to decide which projects to implement first and which to defer. A structured process 
to prioritize projects with respect to the Pedestrian Plan’s goals can help in this decision making 
process. The following criteria are suggested for prioritization (see Chapter 3): 

»» Does it improve pedestrian safety at priority intersections? 
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»» Does it serve students? 

»» Does it serve the senior population?

»» Does it fill in a gap in the existing system? 

»» Is it on a Safety Corridor? 

»» Is it on a transit route? 

»» Does it connect to retail / service destinations? 

»» Does it connect to a public park or public amenity? 

»» Does it address a public concern? 

DESIGN TREATMENTS   
Design treatments are intended to guide the design and construction of pedestrian facilities. The 
Plan proposes best practice for 30 pedestrian design treatments (Chapter 7). Each treatment includes 
a definition, the benefits of applying the treatment, design considerations, the crash reduction factor, 
a photo example, a graphic showing design best practices, and additional resources. The project 
team reviewed existing City and State design guidance and incorporated the latest national research 
into the recommendations. 

The pedestrian design treatments suggested address roadway crossings, intersection geometry, and 
traffic calming. For example, roadway crossing treatments include detailed information on marked 
crosswalks, crossing islands, and mid-block crossings. Similarly the intersection geometry section 
in Chapter 7 is focused on best practices to make intersections safer for all modes, and incorporates 
detailed information on elements such as curb ramps and extensions and right turn slip lanes. 
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CHAPTER 1CHAPTER 1
Why Walkability?Why Walkability?
Why a Pedestrian MasterPlan?Why a Pedestrian MasterPlan?

INTRODUCTION

Walking is our oldest and most basic form of transportation – one that maintains our individual 
health, and contributes to the overall livability of our cities and towns. The Wichita Pedestrian Master 
Plan (Plan) comes at an important time for the City of Wichita (City) to address pedestrian issues. 
According to the 2012 National Citizen Survey, 45 percent of Wichita residents rated the ease of 
walking in their community as “excellent” or “good.” This rating was much below other cities with 
similar populations. Wichita residents currently walk for 1.3 percent of trips to work, yet pedestrians 
account for 13.8 percent  of traffi  c fatalities in the city.1 

This Plan presents an opportunity for the City to build on what residents already fi nd to be valuable 
community assets, while continuing to improve the pedestrian environment for all users of the 
transportation system. 

This introductory chapter provides background on the importance of walkability, a summary of the 
process followed in developing the Plan, as well as a summary of policies and practices that infl uence 
its development.

WHY WALKABILITY?

Everyone is a pedestrian at some point in their journey. Improving walkability can result in 
signifi cant improvements for the public health, safety, 
and the economic well being of a community. In recent 
decades, a large body of research has strengthened the 
understanding of the benefi ts of walking. 

Walking is an essential means of transportation for people 
who are not able to drive. Approximately 13 percent of 
people  in the U.S. who are sixteen years of age or older do 

1  Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report”. 2014.
2   US Deptartment of Transportation. Natinoal Household Travel Survey. 2013.

         There are a host of good reasons 
for our citizens to get outside 
and walk or bike. Having good 
infrastructure will encourage citizens 
to get outside and attract new folks 
to our area. It has a defi nite, positive, 
economic, impact. 

“

”
-- Open House Participant
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not drive.2  This fi gure includes persons with temporary or permanent disabilities, those who cannot 
aff ord to drive, seniors, or those who have chosen to travel by other modes. In addition, according to 
the 2010 US Census, 21.3 percent of the population of Wichita is under the age of 15, and therefore 
does not drive. Providing safe facilities allows people to maintain independence and reach important 
destinations such as schools, shopping, services, and social interaction.

HEALTH

Walking is a fundamental form of physical activity and provides substantial health benefi ts. The 
American Medical Association (AMA) and Center for Disease Control (CDC) both recommend adults 
engage in 150 minutes of physical activity per week (or about 20 minutes a day).3  Numerous health 
organizations recommend walking for physical activity as it is widely accessible, relatively low impact, 
and requires no specialized equipment. Walking can be incorporated into daily activities as a means 
of transportation in addition to being used for recreational purposes. Below are some highlights from 
recent studies that relate to the importance of walking in Wichita. 

 » In 2012, less than half of adults living in the U.S. reported meeting the recommended physical 
activity requirements and a third reported being physically inactive.4  

 » Wichita ranked 47th out of the 52 large cities surveyed with respect to the percentage of the 
population that is getting the recommended amount of physical activity.4 

 » Walking is the most frequently reported activity among adults who meet physical activity 
guidelines, as well as for those who do not.5  

 » Fourteen percent of Wichita residents surveyed indicated that that having parks, recreation 
services, and open space available to improve the health and wellness of the community was 
important to them.6 

3   US Department of Health and Human Services. “2008 Physical Activity Guidelines for Americans.” 2008.
4  Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report.” 2014.
5 Kruger, J et al. “Prevalence of Transportation and Leisure Walking among US Adults.” American Journal of Preventative Medicine. 2008.
6  City of Wichita. “Wichita PROS Plan Survey Report.” 2007. 
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Increased walking, like any physical activity, can help address many common health problems. The 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention indicate that physical activities such as walking can help 
an individual:

 » Maintain a healthy weight;

 » Prevent or manage various conditions, including heart disease, high blood pressure, type 2 
diabetes and some types of cancer;

 » Strengthen bones and muscles;

 » Improve mental health and mood;

 » Improve balance and coordination; and

 » Increase longevity.8

Walking may also be particularly benefi cial for senior citizens and children.

 » Regular exercise has been shown to help prevent dementia.9

 » Walking is an excellent way for seniors, especially those who don’t drive, to socialize with 
friends and access local services. 

 » In 2010, over one third of children and adolescents in the U.S. were considered overweight 
or obese.10 At the same time, there has been a signifi cant decline in walking to school: Only 
13 percent of children walk to school, down from 66 percent in 1970.11  While a decrease in 
walking to school is not the only cause of childhood obesity, regular exercise from walking to 
school can help reverse this trend. 

8  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. “Physical Activity and Health: The Benefi ts of Physical Activity.” 2011.
9 Tanzi, Rudolph E “The Cure Alzheimer’s Fund National Alzheimer’s Disease Research Strategy.” MassGeneral Institute for Neurodegenerative Disease. 
    2009.
10 Ogden, Cynthia L. et al. “Prevalence of Obesity in the United States 2009-2010.” National Center for Health Statistics Data Brief Number 82. Center for 
    Disease Control and Prevention. 2012.
11 McDonald, MC “Active Transport to School” Trends Among US School Children 1969-2001.” American Journal of Preventative Medicine. 2007.
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SAFETY

Pedestrians are the most vulnerable road users at the highest risk for injury in the event of a crash 
involving a motor vehicle. Investing in a connected and well-designed pedestrian network, including 
sidewalks and roadway crossings, can improve safety for pedestrians. These improvements can also 
enhance safety for other road users by improving visibility, improving drivers’ awareness of their 
surroundings, and reducing the severity of crashes. 

Between 2008 and 2012, there were 424 motor 
vehicle crashes involving pedestrians reported in 
Wichita. Of those crashes, 96 percent resulted in 
an injury to at least one person and four percent 
resulted in a fatality. A total of 442 people were 
injured and 18 people were killed over the fi ve 
year period.12 In 2014, The Alliance for Biking and 
Walking released an update to their benchmarking 
report documenting trends and best practices in 
American cities and states. The report states that in cities where a higher percentage of commuters 
walk (or bicycle) to work, corresponding fatality rates are generally lower. Bicycle and pedestrian 
fatality rates in Wichita were ranked 29th out of 52 cities surveyed.13  Finally, according to the 2035 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan, 25 percent of all state-wide bicycle and pedestrian crashes occur in 
the Wichita region and 17 percent of the state population lives in the Wichita region. 

ECONOMIC

Improving conditions for walking can have a positive impact on the local economy by providing 
opportunities to reduce household transportation costs, providing access to jobs, and increasing 
property values. People in the U.S. are expressing a preference to live in neighborhoods with 
walkable connections to local businesses. According to a 2013 survey, 60 percent of adults in the U.S. 
favor walkable mixed use neighborhoods, and almost two thirds of adults between 18 and 35 report 
a desire to drive less if alternative transportation options were available.14  Providing mixed-use 
walkable neighborhoods can help Wichita compete nationally to attract new residents. 

Walkability can make a signifi cant reduction in household expenditure and increase job 
opportunities. Transportation costs on average account for 31 percent of household expenditure in 
Wichita.15 Cost savings from driving less or not owning a vehicle frees up income which can be used 
for other household needs and purchases, including local goods and services. In addition, national 
studies have shown that property values increase approximately $700 to $3,000 for each additional 
point on WalkScore, a widely used tool to measure a community’s walkability.16  A 2014 Harvard 
University study found that walkable communities that connect residential areas to employment can 
improve economic mobility.17  

12  Kansas Department of Transportation. 2013.
13 Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report”. 2014.
14 National Realtors Association 2013 Community Preference Survey.
15 Center for Neighborhood Technology. “Housing and Transportation Aff ordability Index.” 2012.
16 Cortright, J. “How Walkability Raises Home Values in U.S. Cities.” CEOs for Cities. 2009.
17 Chetty, R. et al. “Where is the Land of Opportunity? The Geography of Intergenerational Mobility in the United States.” Harvard University and the 
    National Bureau of Economic Research. 2014.

         Sometimes I don’t feel safe at 
intersections and I feel that I have to 
be hyper vigilant at the intersections 
because of inattentive or rude 
motorists. More education of motorists 
and enforcement of existing laws 
would be appreciated.

“

” -- Open House Participant
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Walking has also been shown to have long term cost benefi ts in the area of public health and 
health care. Costs associated with obese and overweight adults in the Unites States and Canada 
are estimated to be approximately $190.2 billion annually.18  According to the National Govenor’s 
Association Report on Healthy Living could save $5.6 billion in health care costs related to obesity if 
one of every 10 adults started a regular walking program.19 

Traffi  c crashes, injuries and deaths have fi nancial consequences for a community as well. The cost 
of lost wages, productivity, medical expenses, and property damage as a result of motor vehicle 
crashes are periodically estimated by the Kansas Department of Transportation. In 2015 dollars, KDOT 
estimated the average cost of a crash resulting in injury or death at $197,800 per crash. 

WHY THIS PLAN?

Residents’ Desire
Listening to residents and gathering information about their desires for improving walking in Wichita 
was critical to the development of this Plan. Overall, there is a growing interest in making Wichita 
more walkable. Wichita residents indicated that they would like to walk more and that a more 
walkable Wichita would improve their ability to access destinations such as schools and parks. They 
also stated that more walkable environments would promote social interactions and lead to more 
activity in the City. Residents stressed that improving safety for pedestrians should be a priority for 
the community. Throughout the planning process, residents indicated specifi c locations and issues 
where they felt that improvements to the pedestrian environment were needed. The following 

18  Cawley J, Meyerhoefer C. The medical care costs of obesity: an instrumental variables approach. Journal of Health Economics. 31(1):219-230. 2012.
19  National Governor’s Association Report on Healthy Living. 2011.
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information on desired pedestrian improvements was collected from large, statistically-signifi cant 
surveys conducted at the local and national level.

 » Twenty six percent of residents in the region felt that the lack of safe and accessible sidewalk 
and other pedestrian facilities was an existing problem and 26 percent felt that it is an 
emerging problem.20 

 » Improving safety on roadways ranks second out of 16 priority options for roadway 
improvements for residents in the region.20 

 » Nearly 93 percent of survey participants agree or strongly agree that our community should 
help seniors, those who are disabled, and low-income residents meet their transportation 
needs.21

 » Forty fi ve percent of citizens rated the ease of walking in Wichita as “good” or “excellent.” When 
compared to other cities of its size, Wichita is considerably below the national benchmark.22 

 » Sidewalk maintenance was rated 40 out of 100 by Wichita residents, much below the 
nationwide benchmark.22

 » The most popular recreational walking activities include: walking for pleasure, (#1) dog walking 
(#4), and nature walks (#9).23 

 » Residents want to be able to walk to Wichita parks and want help fi nding their way to trails.26 

An online survey was issued as part of the community outreach eff ort for this Plan. The survey 
included three general categories of questions: personal walking behavior, questions related to 
walking in Wichita, and demographic information. The survey, available between August 23rd 
and October 1st, 2013, was fi lled out by 173 respondents. The survey sample was not statistically 
signifi cant, but does serve as another tool to learn about residents’ desires for the community. Key 
fi ndings from the survey are summarized below. The full survey report is located in Appendix A.

 » The most common daily walking trips are those two and from a vehicle followed by walking for 
recreation.

 » When asked what they liked best about walking in Wichita, the highest rated feature was that 
Wichita sidewalks are generally in good condition. 

 » When asked what they would improve related to walking in Wichita, the highest rated 
improvement was to provide sidewalks on at least one side of most streets.

 » The most reported factor that makes walking in Wichita diffi  cult or unpleasant is the long 
distances between destinations (work, school, parks, shopping, etc.).

 » More than 85 percent of survey respondents indicated that they feel safe or very safe walking in Wichita.

20 Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization. Household Travel Survey. 2010 - 2011
21 Wichita-Sedgwick County Community Investments Plan Community Survey. 2013
22 National Citizen Survey. 2012
23 Wichita Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan. 2008
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Long-term Course of Action
Improving the pedestrian environment in Wichita requires a long-term investment. This Plan 
provides a road map of strategies and actions related to engineering, education, enforcement, 
encouragement, and evaluation to be implemented toward the goal of a more walkable Wichita. The 
strategies and actions are to be achieved incrementally over time, and this Plan recommends the 
“top ten” strategies and actions as the priority strategies to be implemented fi rst, followed by several 
“down the road” strategies and actions (see Chapter 4). 

Over the 10-year implementation time frame, updates to this Plan should be undertaken periodically 
to refl ect implementation progress, changes in design standards, as well as changes to City practices 
and policies. The success of this Plan is contingent on the on-going support, coordination, and 
cooperation of Wichita residents, city staff , support organizations. Annual work plans and progress 
reports will help to identify and articulate each year’s priorities.  

City-wide Perspective
Pedestrians improvements are important in all parts of the city. This means each neighborhood 
can be considered for the improvements or programs outlined in this Plan. Instead of focusing on 
specifi c locations for specifi c improvements the Plan provides a toolbox of options to help decision 
makers make informed decisions. For example, the street typologies (Chapter 2) identify pedestrian 
infrastructure improvements such as the types of locations where street crossing improvements may 
enhance crossing busy streets. 

PLANNING PROCESS SUMMARY

The Plan was developed between May of 2013 and August of 2014 (see Table 1). The consulting 
fi rms Toole Design Group and TranSystems were hired to work with City of Wichita staff  to undertake 
a planning process. A Project Team of City staff  members and the consultant staff  was formed to 
facilitate this planning process consisting of three phases:

1. Data Collection (May 2013-October 2013): the Project Team (Team) gathered information 
through public meetings and interviews. The Team also reviewed existing city, state and 
regional plans, City design guidelines, and other documents related to walking and walking 
infrastructure. The Team analyzed census and pedestrian crash data to better understand 
existing conditions and needs. See Appendix B for a complete summary of policies and 
practices. 

2. Plan Content (November 2013 to May 2014):  this phase of the project developed the 
main components of the Plan: 1) vision, goals, strategies, and actions; 2) best practices in 
street designs that promote pedestrian safety; 3) a prioritization process to guide City staff  
in determining which projects to fund and when; and 4) performance measures. These 
components were developed with guidance from the Technical Advisory Committee and 
Steering Committee. 

3. Final Plan and Plan Adoption (May 2014 to August 2014): the Plan was fi nalized, reviewed and 
endorsed by City Council on October, XX 2014. 
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PROJECT TIMELINE

Table 1: Project Timeline

MAY JUNE JULY AUG SEPT OCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUNE JULY AUG SEP

Develop Final Master Plan

20142013

Data Collection

Online Survey and Public Input 
Mapping

Public Open 
House #1

Prepare Pedestrian Design Recommendations

Develop Program and Policy Recommendations

Develop Implementation Plan

Public Open 
House #2

Stakeholder Involvement
Development of this Plan was informed by public and stakeholder input. Tables 2 and 3 provide a 
summary of public involvement opportunities, and how the input was used to shape the Plan. A 
compendium of public comments from the online survey, online community map, listening sessions, 
and public open houses can be found in Appendix A. The Plan draft documents, and the ways 
in which the public could provide input were announced via the City’s website, email blasts, the 
City’s Facebook page as well as media coverage, including an article in the Wichita Eagle and radio 
announcements on KMUW. 

Steering Committee
The steering committee was formed to guide the development of this Plan. Among others, members 
of the committee included representatives from Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(WAMPO), Kansas Department of Transportation, USD 259, the Wichita-Sedgwick County Access 
Advisory Board, and the City Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board. 

Technical Advisory Committee
In addition to public engagement the project was overseen and supported by a Technical Advisory 
Committee (TAC) comprised of City staff  from Planning, Public Works, Park and Recreation, Police, 
Wichita Transit, City Manager’s Offi  ce, and Metropolitan Area Building and Construction. The TAC 
members assisted with providing information for the planning process, advising the Steering 
Committee, and reviewing the Plan documents. Representatives from the departments met with the 
City’s consultant team on a regular basis to discuss policies and practices related to accommodating 
pedestrians in Wichita. Staff  input helped to shape the design treatments, as well as many of the 
Plan’s strategies and actions found in Chapter 4. Near the end of the planning process the Steering 
Committee and the Technical Advisory Committee convened together to oversee, review, and 
approve the draft Plan. 
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Table 2: Stakeholder Involvement: Workshops, Open Houses, and Online Opportunities

Involvement Opportunity Timeframe Outcome
Design Workshop August 2013 TAC, Steering Committee, and local practitioners 

were invited to attend a day long workshop 
highlighting street design elements that improve 
pedestrian safety. Attendees learned about best 
practices and prioritized treatments to be included 
in Chapter 7: Design Treatments. 

Online Survey August to 
October 2013

Comments from the online survey were used to 
identify strategies and actions and to establish 
baseline information related to walking in Wichita.

Interactive Map August to 
October 2013

Comments were used to identify and evaluate 
existing conditions, safety corridors and 
neighborhood typologies presented in Chapter 2. 

Public Open House 1 September 
2013

Attendees marked-up maps of the city and 
provided comments on proposed Plan goals and 
objectives, issues and needs related to walking. 
Comments provided helped to identify priorities 
in the plan which informed the plans goals, 
objectives and actions. 

Public Open House 2 May 2014 Attendees reviewed draft Plan content at 8 
diff erent stations. Feedback helped to guide the 
Performance Measures and revisions to the Design 
Treatments.
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Table 3: Stakeholder Involvement: July 2013 Listening Sessions

Listening Session Outcome
Wichita Metro Chamber 
of Commerce and Young 
Professionals of Wichita

Attendees provided comments on their interest in: walkability 
of neighborhoods, downtown, and at Wichita State University, 
outdoor recreation, better sidewalk connections, and better 
transit connections between walkable neighborhoods. 

Safe Kids Attendees shared comments regarding: Safe Kids activities 
and events, concerns about safety issues at specifi c schools 
including student drop off  areas, data collection, education, 
funding needs, and Safe Routes to School opportunities. 

Seniors Organizations Participants discussed issues related to getting more seniors 
walking as well as barriers to walking, funding, programs, and 
specifi c locations throughout the city where improvements 
could be made.

City Staff This meeting included discussions about the existing city 
ordinance, regulations and requirements for sidewalks and 
other pedestrian amenities such as Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA), and maintenance needs. The participants discussed 
the city’s funding and budget opportunities related to the Plan. 

Fire Department Fire department staff  discussed the fi re code and subdivision 
access for pedestrians.

Health Organizations These groups expressed an interest in walkability considerations 
for new development, walking access to city parks, walking 
connections citywide particularly for senior citizens to access 
amenities, and for children to have safe access to schools. The 
team also heard an interest in integrating city plans related to 
walking, messaging ideas for creating a culture of walking, and 
the importance of collecting good data.

A series of listening sessions were held with key stakeholders in July, 2013. Discussions at these 11 
meetings informed the Plan’s vision, goals, strategies, and actions.
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Listening Session Outcome
Transit The discussion focused on existing and future transit facilities 

and upcoming system changes as well as Wichita Transit’s role in 
making pedestrian improvements. 

Downtown Design Group Attendees discussed existing conditions in Downtown Wichita, 
as well as the importance of walking and pedestrians to 
downtown street life. The ways in which the Plan and specifi c 
design elements can help to improve the walking environment 
were also covered. 

State and Regional Agency Staff  Participants discussed WAMPO’s pedestrian related planning 
process and existing plans as well as the activities and funding 
related to walking that the MPO supports and administers. 
Participants discussed the relationship between the city, county, 
and MPO in providing pedestrian facilities, including sidewalks 
and ADA compliance.

Walking Advocates Attendees discussed the benefi ts of walking such as the 
importance of safety and ways in which it can be improved in 
Wichita.

Kansas Department of 
Transportation

The discussion highlighted state programs and funding 
available to the City of Wichita.

Table 3: Stakeholder Involvement: July 2013 Listening Sessions (continued)

SUMMARY OF CURRENT POLICIES AND PRACTICES

Local plans and guidelines related to walking were reviewed. Comparison communities were also 
contacted for perspective on how pedestrian issues are addressed. 

Applicable Local Plans and Guidelines
The City has many diff erent policies, practices, and procedures that have a direct impact on the safety 
and quality of the pedestrian environment. A review of local transportation planning and design 
documents revealed that these documents can either help or hinder pedestrian travel depends on 
many diff erent factors, including: 

 » The strength of the original policy;

 » The authority of government agencies to implement and enforce the policies;

 » The plan review process;

 » Coordination between diff erent departments and agencies; and

 » Resources available to ensure that policies are implemented and enforced.

Table 4 provides an overview of local plans and guidelines that infl uence walking and pedestrian 
infrastructure in Wichita. A comprehensive summary of the existing planning and design context can 
be reviewed in Appendix B.
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Plan Overview
Wichita Parks, Recreation and 
Open Space Plan

The Wichita Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan is a guide 
for the provision of parks, open spaces, recreation opportunities, 
and paths/trails by the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County. 
The plan acknowledges both the need for well-connected 
recreational walking facilities within parks and also calls for high 
quality pedestrian facilities to accommodate pedestrian access 
to parks.

Project Downtown: The Master 
Plan for Wichita

Project Downtown is the downtown master plan for the 
City of Wichita. It guides development, and the provision of 
infrastructure and municipal services. The plan outlines a vision 
for downtown that enables people to live, work, shop, play, and 
learn within a short walk. One of the key goals of the plan is to 
support development that fosters walkable connections.

Wichita Area Metropolitan 
Planning Organization Pathways 
Plan

The WAMPO Pathways Plan provides an assessment of existing 
bicycle/pedestrian facilities and identifi es, prioritizes, and 
recommends future connecting links for bicycle/pedestrian use 
within the WAMPO planning area including the City of Wichita.

Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
2035

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) 2035 is the 
blueprint for all regionally signifi cant transportation projects 
and activities through 2035. It is a 25 year strategic plan for 
maintaining and improving mobility within and through the 
region including allocation of funding for pedestrian related 
projects. 

WAMPO Safety Plan The WAMPO Safety Plan is guided by the timeline and goals 
identifi ed in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035. It 
addresses how safety in the region can be improved and the 
number of road crashes reduced. It provides information about 
the type of crashes, how they occurred, and where they were 
located. This is useful information to identify areas that need 
special attention when planning for pedestrian accommodation.

Wichita-Sedgwick County 
Comprehensive Plan

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan serves as the 
overall guide for the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County. It is 
important for the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan in many ways, 
especially because it identifi es the 2030 Future Growth Area for 
the City of Wichita. 

Table 4: Local Plans and Guidelines
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Plan Overview
WAMPO Safe Routes to School 
(SRTS) Plan

This plan includes an action plan that identifi es and addresses 
issues that impact student travel behavior within the WAMPO 
area. The plan also lays out a phased approach to funding the 
SRTS program from the State of Kansas and other sources.

Wichita Subdivision Regulations The Subdivision Regulations specify many elements of the 
physical environment, including parking and street designs. The 
regulations includes street layout and design standards that 
include the provision of sidewalks per street type.

Wichita Municipal Code The Wichita Municipal Code of Ordinances contains provisions 
for pedestrians including traffi  c regulations and ordinances 
that infl uence the design, operation, and maintenance of the 
pedestrian realm.

Wichita Bicycle Master Plan The Wichita Bicycle Master Plan outlines engineering, education, 
enforcement, encouragement, and evaluation strategies to 
promote bicycling in Wichita. The plan outlines a priority 
network of bicycle facilities and also includes detailed design 
recommendations that accommodate both bicyclists and 
pedestrians. The plan can be closely tied to the Pedestrian 
Master Plan when considering multimodal street improvements 
- improvements for bicycles are often also considered 
improvements for pedestrians. For example the maps that 
show intersection improvements for bicycling can also provide 
guidance for pedestrian improvement locations.

Table 4: Local Plans and Guidelines (continued)
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PRACTICES IN PEER CITIES 

Agency representatives from fi ve peer cities were interviewed to understand current policies and 
practices related to walking in comparison communities. Interviews were conducted with city staff  in: 

 » Kansas City, Missouri; 

 » Des Moines, Iowa;

 » Omaha, Nebraska; 

 » Oklahoma City, Oklahoma; and

 » Denver, Colorado. 

City staff  were asked questions related to pedestrian infrastructure, policies, and procedures. A full list 
of the interview questions and answers can be found in Appendix C. The responses can be used by 
city staff  as a reference during Plan implementation.

The following are key fi ndings from the peer city research:
 » High-visibility crosswalks (e.g., ladder or continental design) are used in areas with higher 

pedestrian and traffi  c volumes such as downtowns, schools/universities and hospitals.

 » Midblock crossing locations are carefully reviewed to determine if the crossing is necessary/
warranted. When midblock crossings are installed, they are typically paired with a traffi  c control 
device (e.g., HAWK, signal, yield, etc.).

 » Sidewalk requirements have evolved over time to address community desires for equity and 
connectivity.

 » Cities have variety of sidewalk connectivity and maintenance programs; however, maintenance 
is generally the responsibility of the adjacent property owner.

 » Aesthetic enhancements (e.g., public art, brick crosswalks, lighting, etc.) are typically funded 
by special sales taxes/assessments (e.g., business association, special taxing district, etc.) or by 
private institutions and foundations.

88



24

C
H

A
P

TE
R 

2:
 W

H
ER

E 
W

E 
A

R
E 

N
O

W

http://walking.wichita.gov

CHAPTER 2CHAPTER 2
Where We Are NowWhere We Are Now

EXISTING PEDESTRIAN CONDITIONS

A good understanding of the existing conditions for walking in Wichita is essential to the 
development of this Plan’s recommendations. This chapter summarizes existing infrastructure, 
demographics, neighborhood structure, and safety issues within the city. 

Since its incorporation in 1870, the City of Wichita has grown steadily in population and in size. Figure 
1 illustrates the physical development of the community from 1870 to the present and projected to 
the 2020 growth estimate. The surge in land area size between 1940 and 1960 is evident.

Figure 1: Wichita Growth Map 1870-2020

Timeframe
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Some characteristics of the community that infl uence the pedestrian environment are shown in 
the following fi gures. The maps are presented as “heat maps” which highlight the density of a given 
feature with a color gradient. Red indicates areas of highest density, while blue indicates areas of 
lowest density. 

Intersection Density (Figure 2): shows the density of intersections within Wichita. Higher intersection 
density indicates shorter blocks, which are more conducive to walking. However, intersections also 
represent points of confl ict where pedestrians are more likely to be struck by a motor vehicle.

Density of Motor Vehicle Crashes Involving Pedestrians (Figure 3): illustrates the density of pedestrian 
crashes in Wichita based on crash data provided by KDOT for the years 2008 to 2012.

Density of Wichita Transit Bus Routes (Figure 4): transit users generally walk at either end of their trip. 
There is a strong relationship between the presence of transit and walkability.

Density of of Persons under 18 and over 65 years old (Figure 5): illustrates the density of most 
vulnerable populations, youth and seniors. 

Additional heat maps for the following other community characteristics are included in Appendix D. 

Overall Population Density – Population data shows residential density in various neighborhoods in 
Wichita. Residential density can provide insight into trip origins for both utilitarian and recreational 
trips. 

Employment Density – Areas with a higher density of businesses tend to have higher volumes of 
pedestrian traffi  c and are likely to benefi t from improved walking infrastructure. 

College Density –Walking is generally more common in and around college campuses due to the 
higher use of transit and lower car ownership rates among students.

School Density – An emphasis on pedestrian safety around school areas can encourage walking to 
school. School age children are some of the most vulnerable roadway users.

Park and Community Center Density – parks and community centers are popular destinations for 
residents of all ages and should be easily accessible for pedestrians. 

         I support the Wichita Pedestrian 
Master Plan because we need to make 
Wichita an inviting City to live, work and 
play! In order to do this we must improve 
connectivity to our neighborhoods and 
businesses. In an economy such as ours, 
walking options would allow the viability 
of being mobile and staying connected 
not to mention the positive health eff ects 
walking provides us all. 

“

” -- Open House Participant
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Figure 2: Intersection Density

Figure 3: Pedestrian Crash Density
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Figure 4: Transit Density

Figure 5: Density of Persons under 18 and over 65 years old
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NEIGHBORHOOD TYPOLOGIES

The pedestrian experience is signifi cantly infl uenced by the design of the built environment. Factors 
such as the organization and connectivity of the street network, presence or lack of pedestrian 
facilities, and organization of land uses all play a role in walkability. Within the City of Wichita, the 
built environment can generally be categorized into fi ve development patterns (referred to here as 
typologies) that are related to the time period in which neighborhoods were developed.

The typologies are categorized as: 
 » Downtown Grid (1870-1909)

 » Residential Grid (1910-1944)

 » Grid and Curvilinear (1945-1960)

 » Higher Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs (1961-1980)

 » Low Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs (1981-present)

Each of the neighborhood typologies has unique opportunities and challenges, and pedestrian 
design treatments for these areas should be selected appropriately (available design treatments 
are explained further in Chapter 5). This section provides a brief overview of the fi ve City of Wichita 
neighborhood typologies and the most common challenges for pedestrians in these areas.

Downtown Street Grid
Characteristics: Downtown Wichita was built between 1870 and 1909 with the older sections of 
town built along the Arkansas River. The street grid is mostly intact with long, rectangular blocks 
approximately 650 feet by 350 feet. There are several major barriers to pedestrian circulation in this 
area including an elevated freeway, a 
rail corridor, and the river. The streets 
are generally multi-lane and one-
way. The land use is predominantly 
commercial with large buildings and 
surface parking lots. There are sidewalks 
on both sides of the streets and 
building frontages are mostly adjacent 
to the sidewalk. Most intersections are 
signalized and building entrances are 
mostly accessible from the sidewalk. 
Pedestrian volumes tend to be higher 
here than in other parts of the city 
due to the concentration of services 
within short walking distances. From 
the sidewalk there also is access to on-
street parking and transit.

Example Neighborhood

 » Downtown Figure 6: Example Downtown Grid
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Typology Specifi c Challenges

1. Excess capacity: many Downtown streets are wide and have more lanes than needed to 
accommodate traffi  c volumes. Wide streets increase a pedestrian’s exposure to traffi  c when 
crossing the street and encourages higher vehicle speeds. 

2. Transit accommodations: there is higher transit use Downtown compared to other areas. This 
requires accommodations for transit resources (e.g., bus shelters, benches) within the sidewalk 
zone and a need to provide facilities that allow pedestrians to safety cross the street 

3. One-way streets: many Downtown streets are one-way with more than one travel lane, creating 
a multiple threat hazard for pedestrians attempting to cross. On roads with multiple lanes in the 
same direction, a multiple threat hazard occurs when one car stops for a pedestrian and a car in 
the adjoining lane does not. The driver in the adjacent lane may not be able to see the pedestrian 
around the fi rst stopped vehicle. 

4. Long blocks: on the long side of blocks in Downtown, pedestrians wanting to access businesses 
and services on the opposite side of the street are more likely to make a midblock crossing 
instead of walking out of their way to cross at a signalized intersection. 

5. Life on the streets: with wide sidewalks and a high intensity of use, entertainment and restaurants, 
Downtown is a great location for placemaking related improvements such as public art, benches, 
and street trees. 

Residential Street Grid
Neighborhoods built between 1910 
and 1939 fall into this typology. These 
neighborhoods are typically 1 to 3.5 
miles from the city center. The street 
grid is intact, with blocks approximately 
600 feet by 300 feet. The long side of the 
block is north south and typically includes 
a sidewalk with a buff er to the motor 
vehicle travel lanes. The land uses are 
predominantly single family residences 
with some schools, churches and small 
businesses. Commercial areas are typically 
located at arterial street intersections. On-
street parking is available and used.

Example Neighborhoods

 » Delano
 » South Central
 » Midtown Figure 7: Example Residential Grid
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Typology Specifi c Challenges

1. Visibility at intersections: streets in these areas are generally narrow, and on-street parking and 
street trees are present close to the intersections.

2. Cut-through traffi  c on roads one block away from arterial streets: when there is congestion on 
arterial streets, some motorists will choose to cut through the neighborhoods, often using 
the residential street one block off  of the arterial. These streets often see higher motor vehicle 
volumes and speeds than other residential streets during the peak hours. 

3. One-way streets: some of the arterial streets in these areas are one-way with more than one travel 
lane, which creates a multiple threat hazard for pedestrians attempting to cross. On roads with 
multiple lanes in the same direction, a multiple threat hazard occurs when one  car stops for a 
pedestrian and a car in the adjoining lane does not. The driver in the adjoining lane may not be 
able to see the pedestrian around the fi rst stopped vehicle.

4. Crossings on arterial streets between neighborhoods, schools, or shopping areas: there are shopping 
areas, services and adjacent neighborhoods within walking distance of homes in these areas. 
However, a lack of crossing opportunities across arterial streets make them less accessible. Many 
arterial street intersections are not improved for pedestrians, making them challenging to cross. 
Walking or ADA access into commercial areas is often not provided, requiring pedestrians to pass 
through parking lots where sidewalks or dedicated pedestrian space are not provided from the 
street to the entrance to the store.

Grid and Curvilinear Streets
Characteristics: In these neighborhoods 
built between 1940 and 1960, the street 
grid meets longer curvilinear blocks. 
These areas are typically 3.5 to 5 miles 
from the city center. The land use is 
predominately single family homes. 
Along residential streets there are few 
sidewalks, and those that are present are 
narrow. On-street parking is available 
but sparsely used because most of the 
homes have driveways. Residential 
street intersections are generally stop 
controlled or uncontrolled. In order 
to access most businesses on foot, a 
busy arterial street must be crossed 
or accessed. Arterial streets in these 
neighborhoods generally have sidewalks 
with some gaps in the network. Figure 8: Example Grid and Curvliniear Street Network
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Example Neighborhoods

 » Southwest Neighborhood
 » Benjamin Hills
 » Matlock Heights
 » Fabrique

Typology Specifi c Challenges

1. Safe walking routes to schools and parks: the intact street grid makes it possible for students to 
walk to school. However, streets without sidewalks and unimproved street crossings are barriers 
to safe walking and bicycling for children. Skewed intersections are more common in these areas 
when roads do not meet at right angles, which can lengthen street crossing time and increase 
vehicle turning speeds (due to the reduced radius of the turn).

2. Crossings on arterial streets between neighborhoods, schools, or shopping areas: there are shopping 
areas, services, and adjacent neighborhoods within walking distance of homes in these areas. 
However, a lack of pedestrian access across arterial streets make them inaccessible. Arterial street 
intersections are often not improved  with crosswalks or signals for pedestrians, making them 
challenging to cross. Walking or ADA access into commercial areas is often not provided requiring 
pedestrians to pass through parking lots where sidewalks or dedicated pedestrian space are not 
provided from the street to the entrance to the store.

3. Sidewalks: many of the streets are missing sidewalks on one or both sides of the street. 

4. Residential street intersection control: at low volume residential street intersections motor vehicle 
drivers may not always comply with stop controlled intersections or obey rules of the road at 
uncontrolled locations (yielding) because they rarely encounter cross traffi  c at those locations. 
At intersections without control, traffi  c calming measures can help to slow speeds and improve 
compliance. 

High Density Curvilinear Streets with Cul-de-Sacs
Characteristics: In areas built between 1961 and 1980, the streets are mostly residential, with 
collectors leading to arterials streets. Arterial streets are typically on a one-mile spacing. These areas 
are generally located 5 to 6.5 miles from the City center. Blocks inside the mile section are curvilinear 
with occasional cul-de-sacs. Blocks are typically long and irregular. Land uses are predominately 
single family homes, multifamily buildings, and large commercial lots. Commercial areas are accessed 
via arterial streets, and sometimes require a circuitous route to be accessed from adjacent residential 
areas. If sidewalks are present, they may be on one or both sides of the road. On-street parking is 
available but sparsely used because most homes have driveways. Residential street intersections may 
be uncontrolled or stop controlled. Pedestrian crossings of arterial streets occur at widely spaced 
signalized intersections.
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Example Neighborhoods

 » West 21st Street and Maize Rd
 » Westlink
 » Brookhollow

Typology Specifi c Challenges

1. Lack of street connections require 
longer walking distances: Walking to 
destinations within the neighborhood 
can be challenging with a lack of 
connecting streets and sidewalks; and 
longer distances where connections 
do exist. 

2. Access management: Arterial streets 
adjacent to neighborhoods are where 
residents access businesses, transit 
and other services. Driveways and 
their relationship to the sidewalk can 
impact pedestrian safety. In particular, 
a high number of driveways or driveways that cause a steep cross-slope across the sidewalk 
create a challenging walking environment. 

3. Traffi  c calming: Speeding along residential streets can be a problem in areas where the streets 
are wide and there are few parked 
cars. Speeding increases the risk and 
severity of collisions including those 
involving pedestrians crossing the 
street. 

Low Density Curvilinear Streets with 
Cul-de-Sacs
Characteristics: In these neighborhoods 
built after 1981, streets are residential, 
curvilinear, and with frequent cul-
de-sacs. Blocks are frequently long 
and irregular. These areas are located 
anywhere between 6 and 10 miles from 
the city center. The adjacent land use is 
generally single family homes, vacant 
lots and fi elds. If sidewalks are present 
they are typically on one side of the 
street. On-street parking is available 

Figure 9: Example High Density Curvilinear Streets with Cul-de-Sacs

Figure 10: Example Low Density Curvilinear Streets with Cul-de-Sacs
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but sparsely used because most homes have driveways. Residential street intersections may be 
uncontrolled or stop controlled. 

Example Neighborhoods

 » Sierra Hills
 » Lakepoint
 » Willowbend
 » Fox Ridge

Typology Specifi c Challenges

1. Sidewalks: Many of the streets lack sidewalks on one or both sides of the street. 

2. Lack of street connections require longer walking distances between blocks: Walking to destinations 
within the neighborhood can be challenging because of discontinuous streets and cul-de-sacs. 

3. Connections between neighborhoods: Adjacent neighborhoods in these areas may be diffi  cult to 
walk between. The only street connections available require pedestrians to travel long distances 
and/or use arterial or two-lane streets with no sidewalks.

4. Limited entrances to developments: Some developments have a limited number of entrances that 
consolidate vehicle traffi  c into one driveway concentrating traffi  c volumes. The entrances are 
built for motor vehicle access and are often a width that encourages high turning speeds. These 
limited connections also result in longer walking distances between destinations.

5. Speeding: Speeding along residential streets can be a problem in areas where the streets are 
wide and there are few parked cars. Speeding increases the severity of collisions, especially those 
involving pedestrians.
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SAFETY ANALYSIS

The Kansas Department of Transportation (KDOT) maintains a database of all motor vehicle crashes 
reported in the state. To better understand city-wide pedestrian safety issues, the location of crashes 
involving pedestrians that occurred between 2008 and 2012 were analyzed. Figure 11 illustrates the 
fatal and injury crashes that occurred within the city. Based on crash locations, the crash frequency 
was determined for some of the major roadways in the study area. Table 1 outlines the frequency and 
severity of crashes on 18 roadways in Wichita.

Figure 12: Safety Analysis

Table 5: Roadways with highest frequency of pedestrian crashes 2008 to 2012

Street Name Fatal Crashes Injury Crashes Total Crashes
Central Avenue 2 61 63
Broadway Avenue 0 56 56
Douglas Avenue 1 50 51
13th Street 0 36 36
Seneca Street 1 31 32
Harry Street 1 29 30
Hillside Avenue 0 28 28
21st Street 1 25 25
Kellogg Drive 1 21 22
Murdock Avenue 0 21 21
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The crash analysis revealed that the most pedestrian crashes occurred on three corridors: 

 » Broadway Avenue, 
 » Central Avenue, and 
 » Douglas Avenue. 

Pedestrian safety improvements are needed throughout the City. However, when there is a choice 
of where to focus resources for improving pedestrian safety, implementing improvements along 
these corridors can have a larger impact on safety. Since these three corridors traverse the entire city, 
each corridor was broken down into one-mile segments to better illustrate where the crashes are 
concentrated. 

Figure 13: Wichita Safety Corridors

Street Name Fatal Crashes Injury Crashes Total Crashes
Oliver Avenue 0 20 20
Maple Street 0 19 19
Lincoln Street 0 18 18
I-235 1 14 15
West Street 1 13 14
Woodlawn Boulevard 0 14 14
Pawnee Avenue 0 12 12
Tyler Road 0 10 10

Table 5: Roadways with highest frequency of pedestrian crashes 2008 to 2012 (continued)
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Table 6: Segments with high crash frequencies

Corridor One-mile Extents Crash frequency over 5 years
Broadway Avenue Central to 13th 26
Douglas Avenue Broadway to Hydraulic 21
Broadway Avenue Kellogg to Central 19
Central Avenue Seneca to Broadway 15
Douglas Avenue Hydraulic to Hillside 14
Central Avenue Hillside to Oliver 12
Central Avenue Broadway to Hydraulic 10

The three safety corridors traverse the entire City of Wichita and intersect all the of the local 
neighborhood typologies. The roadways tend to be four lanes or wider. Below is a more detailed 
description of the roadway and network conditions found along the Safety Corridors.

Broadway Avenue
From I-235 to 17th Street North, North 
Broadway Avenue is a four-lane arterial 
roadway separating a Residential Grid type 
neighborhood from a low-density industrial 
area. Land uses immediately adjacent to the 
corridor tend to be commercial.

Between 10th Street North and Kellogg 
Avenue (US-54) – Broadway Avenue is a 
four-lane arterial through a Downtown Grid 
neighborhood condition. Land uses on the 
corridor tend to be commercial, with some 
institutional and some off -street parking.

From Kellogg Avenue (US-54) to Pawnee Street 
– South Broadway Avenue is a four-lane arterial 
with Residential Grid type neighborhoods on 
either side. Land uses on the corridor are a mix of commercial and residential, with some institutional 
uses.

From Pawnee Avenue to 59th Street South – South Broadway Avenue is a four-lane arterial with some 
median sections and periodic left-turn lanes. Neighborhoods typologies along the corridor in this 
area are High and Low Density Curvilinear. 

Central Avenue
From North 119th Street West to North Ridge Road – West Central Avenue is a four-lane arterial. 
Neighborhood typology in this area is Grid and Curvilinear with commercial land use and left-turn 
lanes at major intersections. 

From North Ridge Road to Meridian Avenue – West Central Avenue is a fi ve-lane arterial, including a 
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center turn lane. The Neighborhood Typology 
in this area is a Residential Grid, with some 
commercial land uses along the corridor and at 
major intersections. 

East of Meridian Avenue, Central Avenue 
merges with McLean Boulevard and is a 
four-lane boulevard along the river. The 
Neighborhood Typology in this area is primarily 
Residential Grid.

From Eest of the McLean Boulevard area to 
I-135, East Central Avenue is a fi ve-lane arterial, 
including a center turn lane. The typology in 
this area is the Downtown Grid condition. The 
neighborhood typology is Residential Grid.

Between I-135 and Edgemoor Drive, East Central Avenue transitions between a fi ve-lane arterial 
including a center turn lane to a four-lane arterial with no turn lane. 

From Edgemoor Drive to North Greenwich Road, East Central Avenue is a fi ve-lane arterial with a 
center turn lane. The neighborhood typology is Grid and Curvilinear. 

From North Greenwich Road to North 159th Street East, East Central Avenue is a fi ve-lane arterial 
with a center turn lane. The neighborhood typology is High Density Curvilinear.

Douglas Avenue
From I-235 to North West Street, Douglas Avenue is a two-lane collector with residential land use. The 
neighborhood typology is a Residential Grid.

From West Street to Elizabeth Avenue, Douglas 
Avenue is a four-lane roadway that may or may 
not be marked as four lanes. The neighborhood 
typology is a Residential Grid with commercial 
land use immediately adjacent to the corridor. 

From Elizabeth Avenue to I-135, Douglas 
Avenue passes through the Downtown Grid. 
The roadway varies between a four-lane 
roadway, two-lanes with angle parking, fi ve 
lanes with parallel parking, and four lanes with 
parallel parking.

From I-135 to Webb Road, Douglas Avenue 
passes through a mixture of Residential Grid 
and Grid and Curvilinear neighborhood 
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typologies. The roadway is primarily a four-lane roadway, with some left-turn lanes at major 
intersections.

Under existing conditions, there are some challenges for walking in Wichita including areas of the 
City that lack connectivity or present a safety hazard for pedestrians. This Plan’s recommendations 
seek to address these challenges for all roadway users. 
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CHAPTER 3CHAPTER 3
Where We Want to GoWhere We Want to Go

INTRODUCTION

The Plan’s vision, goals, strategies and actions were heavily infl uenced by public and stakeholder 
input. Through an interactive exercise with the project Steering Committee, a public open house 
event held on September 12, 2013, and multiple listening sessions; the values and needs of the 
Wichita community were established (see Appendix E for listening session summaries). One 
overarching theme in these conversations was a clear desire to improve conditions for walking in 
Wichita and to make it safer for all pedestrians. Specifi cally, stakeholders emphasized the need to 
improve walking conditions for seniors and children. Making and enhancing connections between 
and within neighborhoods was also strongly desired. The review of previous planning and policy 
documents also provided context for these vision, goals, strategies, and actions (see Chapter 1).

Vision Statement: The vision is the heart of the plan. It describes what the community will be like 
in 2024, and provides the framework for this civic plan by identifying key elements and conditions. 
From the vision statement, the goals, and strategies have been developed. They are organized from 
the most broad/general concepts (goals) to the most specifi c (actions). 

Goals: The end state the community wants to 
achieve. 

Strategies: Recommendations for achieving the 
vision and goals (see Chapter 4).

Actions: Activities undertaken to implement each 
recommended strategy (see Chapter 4). 

vision

goals

strategies

actions

Figure 14: Vision, Goals, Strategies, and Actions Relationship
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VISION STATEMENT

By 2024, the City of Wichita will be a pedestrian friendly community and a place 

where walking is an easy choice in all people’s daily lives. Wichita residents and 

visitors will have access to high quality and safe walking environments that 

connect all neighborhoods, destinations, and other modes of transportation, 

while contributing to a stronger, healthier, and more vibrant Wichita.

GOALS

The following goals for the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan have been derived from community 
engagement activities, the Technical Advisory Committee, Steering Committee, existing plans, as well 
as concepts from national organizations and planning eff orts in other cities.

Goal 1: Provide a safe and welcoming pedestrian network 
Improving safety for all roadway users is essential to creating a pedestrian-friendly community. 

Goal 2: Improve community accessibility and connections for pedestrians
Reducing barriers to transportation by building network connections will make the walking 
environment in the City of Wichita more accessible to everyone. 

Goal 3: Promote a citywide culture of walking 
Providing a citywide environment where walking is available as a comfortable everyday option 
provides the population of Wichita with more transportation and recreation options.
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PERFORMANCE MEASURES

Progress toward these goals and the successful implementation of the Plan can be evaluated 
through the use of performance measures. The most useful performance measures are quantifi able 
and trackable over time. The performance measures below may be expanded over time as data and 
resources become available. 

Baseline data to measure against is provided below, and additional information can be found in 
Appendix F.

Performance Measure Target: Reduce the Pedestrian Fatality Rate by one third over the next 10 years. 

Baseline:
The Bicycling and Walking in the United States 2014 Benchmarking Report shows the 2009-
2011 Pedestrian Fatality Rate for Wichita at 16.8 pedestrian fatalities per 10,000 daily pedestrian 
commuters. The Pedestrian Fatality Rate is calculated by dividing the average number of annual 
pedestrian fatalities from crashes with motor vehicles (obtained from KDOT data) by the estimated 
average annual number of commuters walking to work (obtained from the U.S. Census Bureau 
American Community Survey three year estimates) - divided by 10,000.24 

Performance Measure Target: Increase the amount of walking in Wichita over the next 10 years 
by 50 percent. 

Baselines:
 » The U.S. Census Bureau 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year Estimates reports that 

walking is the primary means of transportation to work for 1.3 percent of Wichita resident 
workers age 16 and over. 

 » The 2013 WAMPO bicycle and pedestrian counts, conducted for two hours on a weekend and a 
week day, reported 724 pedestrians counted at count locations

24 Alliance for Biking and Walking. “Bicycling and Walking in the United States: 2014 Benchmarking Report”. 2014.
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Performance Measure Target: Increase the percentage of survey respondents rating ease of walking in 
Wichita as “excellent” or “good” to at least 60 percent. 

Baseline:
 » As part of the 2012 National Citizen Survey, 47 percent of Wichita survey respondents rated the 

ease of walking in Wichita as “excellent” or “good.” 
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CHAPTER 4CHAPTER 4
How Do We Get There?How Do We Get There?

This chapter contains the top 10 strategies recommended for implementation over the course of 
the next 10 years to achieve the goals and realize the vision of this Plan. Apart from the “Top 10” 
strategies recommended for implementation over the next 10 years, there are a number of longer-
term “down the road” strategies that should also be considered. 

The following are the top 10 strategies recommended in this Plan:

 » Strategy 1 - Implement the Design Guidance included in Chapter 7 of this Plan
 » Strategy 2 - Create a Marked Crosswalk Policy
 » Strategy 3 - Focus Pedestrian Improvement Resources on Improving Safety at Intersections
 » Strategy 4 - Provide Sidewalks along Arterial Streets 
 » Strategy 5 - Improve Pedestrian Infrastructure near Senior Centers, Housing and Destinations
 » Strategy 6 - Improve Safety by Improving Pedestrian Infrastructure near Schools
 » Strategy 7 - Make Maintenance of Pedestrian Infrastructure a Priority
 » Strategy 8 - Plant and Maintain Street 

Trees
 » Strategy 9 - Support Eff orts to Encourage 

Walking to School and Safety Education
 » Strategy 10 - Monitor and Update the 

Implementation Plan

The recommended strategies are organized by 
the following categories: 

 » Engineering 
 » Encouragement
 » Education
 » Enforcement
 » Maintenance and Construction 
 » Plan Implementation
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This Plan includes a matrix for each strategy that describes the implementation action steps, lead and 
support organizations, and the performance measure targets to complete or conduct the actions. 
Below are the defi nitions for the table column headings.

Actions: Activities undertaken to implement each recommended strategy. 

Lead: The organization responsible for leading the implementation of the action. 

Support: The organization engaged by the lead organization for assistance and expanded 
perspectives as needed. In some cases the supporting partners will provide ongoing assistance to the 
lead organization; in others they may be consulted on an occasional basis.

Performance Measure Target: Progress can be evaluated through the use of performance measures. 
The most useful performance measures are quantifi able and trackable over time. Performance 
measures may be expanded over time as data and resources become available. 

The implementation of the actions recommended in this Plan will be evaluated through an annual 
progress report and development of an annual work plan. The annual work plan (Strategy 10) is a 
document that identifi es the tasks and deliverables that are to be accomplished in a given year and 
allows for the actions recommended in this Plan to be prioritized relative to the current resources, 
feasibility, and support. 
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ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Submit recommended design 
guidance, including the 
recommendations from this Plan 
(Chapter 7) for consideration and 
endorsement by the City Council. 
Update the guidance as needed.

Public Works Planning By 2015 and update 
as needed

2 Make the design guidance from 
this plan available to private 
sector contractors, developers, 
builders, Metropolitan Area 
Building and Construction 
Department (MABCD), and staff  
responsible for site plan reviews 
and code enforcement by posting 
the guidelines as standard 
specifi cations on the City’s website.

Planning Public Works, 
Metropolitan 
Area 
Building and 
Construction 
Department 
(MABCD)

By 2016

3 Coordinate design guidance 
implementation by creating a 
pedestrian facility checklist to 
be used by the City’s site plan 
reviewers. Update the checklist as 
needed.

MABCD Public Works By 2017 and update 
as needed 

4 Coordinate design implementation 
by creating a pedestrian facility 
checklist to be used by the City’s 
construction inspectors. Update 
the checklist as needed.

Public Works MABCD By 2018 and update 
as needed

ENGINEERING

Strategy 1 – Implement the Design Guidance  included in Chapter 7 of this Plan
Reducing crashes, improving access, and creating a better walking environment can best be achieved 
by implementing the design guidance recommended in this Plan.
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Strategy 2 – Improve the Safety of Pedestrians at Marked Crosswalks
Marked crosswalks help to improve pedestrian safety and the connectivity of the pedestrian network. 
A marked crosswalk policy will create a consistent approach for the evaluation and installation of 
marked crosswalks. Uniform and consistent application of crosswalks can help increase predictability 
for both pedestrians and drivers. The policy can utilize national best practices and the design 
guidance provided in Chapter 7 of this plan to:

1. Identify what factors are taken into consideration during evaluation (i.e., traffi  c volume, traffi  c 
speeds, crashes, destinations, roadway design, etc.);

2. Establish the primary types of crossing treatments to be considered for any marked crosswalk 
location (including high visibility crosswalks); 

3. Identify the preferred designs and treatments for the crosswalks to improve safety and driver 
compliance (i.e., high visibility crosswalk designs, etc.); and

4. Determine a prioritization process for how crosswalk marking is implemented and locational 
criteria (e.g., school walking routes, senior walking routes, high collision locations, and mid-
block locations with high numbers of pedestrians crossing the street).

The policy should be coordinated with the City of Wichita School Traffi  c Safety Manual (2008), either 
by incorporating guidance from the manual and/or through updates to the manual. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Develop City policy for marked 
crosswalks.

Public Works Planning By 2018

2 Create and request funding for a 
program to identify and retrofi t 
high priority existing marked 
crosswalks throughout the city. The 
program guidance should describe 
the criteria for selecting high 
priority existing crosswalks and 
meet policy standards for design 
and implementation. 

Public Works Planning By 2019

3 Create and request funding for a 
program to identify and prioritize 
future locations for marked 
crosswalks throughout the city. The 
program guidance should describe 
the prioritization criteria and meet 
the policy standards for design and 
implementation. 

Public Works Planning By 2022
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Strategy 3 – Focus Pedestrian Improvement Resources on Improving Safety at Intersections
Crashes involving pedestrians and motor vehicles occur most frequently at intersections. Dedicating 
resources to improving the design of intersections is the single best way to reduce the number of 
crashes and injuries involving pedestrians. 

The following criteria should be used to prioritize intersections for pedestrian improvements:
 » Crash data;

 » Roadway characteristics: speed, volume, number of lanes, distance between signals, etc;

 » Intersection improvements identifi ed during school walking route planning processes;

 » Intersection improvements identifi ed senior walking route planning processes; and

 » Crossings identifi ed for further study or improvement in the Wichita Bicycle Master Plan.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Use the criteria listed above to 
identify and prioritize intersections 
for pedestrian improvements.

Planning Public Works Annually as part of 
the annual work 
plan

2 Include pedestrian safety at 
intersections as a prioritization 
factor for program activities and 
capital projects that impact the 
safety of pedestrians (i.e. roadway 
striping, pavement work, signals, 
etc.).

Public Works Planning Annually
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Strategy 4 - Provide Sidewalks along Arterial Streets 
Sidewalks reduce pedestrian exposure to traffi  c, especially in areas with high pedestrian demand, 
vulnerable populations (e.g., children, seniors, and persons with disabilities). This includes areas 
near schools, regional activity centers, neighborhood commercial nodes, senior centers, and transit 
connections. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Create and apply criteria for 
prioritizing the existing Arterial 
Sidewalk Program.

Public Works  Planning By 2018

2 Install missing sections of 
sidewalks in conjunction with 
development, re-development 
and roadway construction projects 
through routine accommodation. 

Public Works Planning Average 2 linear 
miles per year

3 Update the site plan review 
checklist to help track the review 
of MABCD and engineering for 
compliance with the regulations 
and design guidance related to 
sidewalks.

MABCD Planning By 2020
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Strategy 5 – Improve Pedestrian Infrastructure near Senior Centers, Housing, and Destinations
The percentage of pedestrian fatalities that involve seniors is disproportionately high relative to 
their representation in the general population.25 At the same time, seniors are encouraged to walk to 
maintain and promote health, independence, and social interaction. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 In responses to requests, partner 
with organizations (e.g., Agency 
on Aging) that request assistance 
to develop recommended walking 
routes within a half mile of senior 
centers and senior housing. This 
could be a phased approach 
based on the availability of City 
resources with a focus on senior 
centers/housing where demand 
is highest or there are known 
safety concerns. Focus should 
be on access to transit, nearby 
shopping and other destinations 
such as parks identifi ed by seniors. 
The walking routes should be 
reviewed by the Wichita Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Advisory Board and 
presented to the City Council for 
endorsement.

Planning Public Works, 
Parks

Average 1 walking 
route per year

2 Program improvements for the 
senior walking routes. 

Public Works Planning On-going

25 US Department of Transportation National Highway Traffi  c Safety Administration. “Traffi  c Safety Facts.” 2012.
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Strategy 6 – Improve Safety by Improving Pedestrian Infrastructure near Schools 
Direct students and parents to the safest routes to each school and provide a way to focus 
infrastructure improvements.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Continue to respond to 
school requests for pedestrian 
improvements near schools.

Public Works Planning Respond to an 
average 1 request 
per year

2 When requested, assist school 
districts in identifying preferred 
walking routes within a half mile 
of elementary schools. The process 
could be phased, focusing on 
schools with the highest potential 
of students walking and biking to 
school. The walking route should 
be reviewed by the Wichita Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Advisory Board and 
presented to the City Council for 
endorsement. 

Public Works Planning Average 1 school 
per year

3 When requested, provide 
assistance to one or more schools 
to identify and apply for funding 
to support planning for and 
the installation of pedestrian 
improvements near schools.

Planning Public Works Average 1 school 
assisted per year

4 Continue to support school district 
eff orts to upgrade school curbside 
management plans to make it safer 
to walk to school.

Public Works Average 1 curbside 
management plan 
updated per year
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MAINTENANCE AND CONSTRUCTION

Strategy 7 – Make Maintenance of Pedestrian Infrastructure a Priority
Witchita already has a signifi cant sidewalk network. Maintaining the existing pedestrian 
infrastructure will maintain pedestrian safety, encourage more walking, and save money by 
increasing facility life-cycles. Some elements related to maintenance are required by ADA (American 
with Disabilities Act).

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Review and update the process 
for identifying and prioritizing 
pedestrian maintenance needs 
(e.g., annual curb ramp program).

Public Works Planning By 2018

2 Assist partner organizations (e.g., 
school district, Safe Kids) to train 
parent volunteers on how to 
become involved in promoting 
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) 
through the Safe Kids Program. 
City assistance could include, but 
not be limited to: providing free 
or reduced facility rentals; event 
promotion; and staff  attendance at 
kick-off  meetings. 

Planning Police Average one 
training per year

3 Assist partner organizations (e.g., 
Safe Kids) to apply for SRTS funds 
if and when they are available. City 
assistance might include, but not 
be limited to: letters of support, 
cost estimates, and funding. 

Planning Police, Public 
Works

Average one per 
year

4 Support partner organizations, 
including school districts, 
to encourage and provide 
opportunities for school principals, 
parents, and others to become 
familiar with and use the 
curriculum materials available 
through the National Center for 
Safe Routes to School. City support 
could include, but not be limited 
to: providing free or reduced 
facility rentals and promotions.

Planning Average one per 
year
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Strategy 8 - Plant and Maintain Street Trees
Street trees provide shade and physical separation from motor vehicles; increase property value; 
improve air and water quality; and are transformative in creating great places to live, walk, and do 
business. Proper street design is important to the health of trees and the long term maintenance of 
sidewalks and other roadway features. In order to be safe, maintainable, and compatible with other 
essential services – it is important that trees and other vegetation meet certain criteria. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Continue to incorporate street 
trees in capital projects through 
the Landscaping Policy for City 
Streets

Public Works Park and 
Recreation

Average 2 miles per 
year

2 Request additional City and non-
City funds for current street tree 
program to maintain existing street 
trees and plant new trees. Identify 
public/private partnerships to 
fund the street tree and related 
programs.

Park and 
Recreation

Public Works By 2018 
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ENCOURAGEMENT

Strategy 9 – Support Eff orts to Encourage Walking to School and Safety Education
Walking provides independence and teaches responsibility to youth. Walking to school establishes 
habits of lifelong physical activity and the normalization of walking as a transportation mode. The 
behaviors and lessons learned at a young age can infl uence behavior for a lifetime, and can help 
prevent crashes and injuries. There are excellent programs and curriculum materials available (for 
free) through the National Center for Safe Routes to School website. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Support partner organizations, 
such as Safe Kids, to encourage and 
support participation in national 
“Walk to School Day” (everything 
that is needed – promotional 
materials, sample fl yers etc. -- is 
available at the National Center 
for Safe Routes to School website). 
City support might include 
opportunities for elected offi  cials 
to participate, staff  participation, 
and promotion of the events.

Police Planning By 2018

2 Assist partner organizations (e.g., 
school district, Safe Kids) to train 
parent volunteers on how to 
become involved in promoting 
SRTS through the Safe Kids 
Program. City assistance could 
include, but not be limited to: 
providing free or reduced facility 
rentals; event promotion; and staff  
attendance at kick-off  meetings. 

Planning Police Average one 
training per year
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PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

Strategy 10 – Monitor and Update the Implementation Plan
Communities that have had the most success in implementing pedestrian plans are those that: 
institutionalize a process to create accountability and demonstrate progress; invest in keeping staff  
up-to-date with best practices; and allocate adequate resources to implement the plan. 

 » It is important that new facilities be designed to refl ect the latest design guidelines and best 
practices. Nationally available courses and workshops provide an opportunity for planners, 
designers, and engineers to take advantage of the latest thinking and best practices for 
pedestrian facilities. 

 » Having  full-time staff  in Public Works and Planning brings expertise, knowledge, awareness, 
and focus to implementation of this Plan. Implementing this strategy is pivotal to the long-
term success of this Plan. The level of staff  resources allocated (re-assignment of existing staff  
or new hires) to implement this Plan will aff ect the pace of implementation. 

 » Because resources are limited, it is important to prioritize eff orts to ensure that resources are 
directed toward projects with the greatest benefi t. The creation of a prioritization process can 
help standardize and add more transparency to project selection. 

 » Institutionalizing a system that creates accountability and demonstrates progress can help 
ensure year to year progress implementing this Plan and provide an annual opportunity to 
refl ect on when, where, and how resources are being allocated. This can be accomplished 
through the creation of an annual work plan and annual implementation report.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

1 Create an annual work-plan to 
identify tasks and deliverables. 
Seek review and approval from 
the Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Board.

Planning Public Works, 
Police, Fire, 
Parks, I.T. 

Plan approved 
annually

2 Publish a progress report on 
implementation of this plan. Seek 
review and approval from the 
Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Board. Provide a copy of 
the report to the City Council. 

Planning Public Works, 
Police, Fire, 
Parks, I.T.

Progress report 
approved annually
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ACTION LEAD SUPPORT PERFORMANCE 

MEASURE 

TARGET

3 Periodically take advantage of 
both local and nationally available 
courses and workshops (often free) 
that provide updates on the latest 
research, design guidance, and 
best practices. Participants should 
include the Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Advisory Board, and relevant City 
staff  including design guidance for 
plan reviewers.

Planning Public Works Average one 
professional course/
workshop per year

4 Create a project prioritization 
process based on Chapter 6 of this 
Plan and present the process to 
the Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Board for endorsement.

Public Works Planning By 2016

5 Develop and/or modify job 
description for staff  resources in 
Planning.

Planning Public Works By 2015

6 Develop and/or modify job 
description for staff  resources in 
Public Works.

Public Works Planning By 2016

7 Allocate resources / apply for 
resources to fi ll positions in 
Planning.

Planning 0.5 FTE by 2015

8 Allocate resources / apply for 
resources to fi ll positions in Public 
Works.

Public Works 0.5 FTE by 2016

9 Update this plan. Planning Public Works Major update every 
4 years and minor 
updates as needed

(Strategy 10 table continued)
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DOWN THE ROAD STRATEGIES

The Top 10 Strategies are recommended for implementation over the next 10 years. The longer term 
“down the road” strategies should also be considered. 

Engineering

Strategy 11– Make Area-Specifi c Pedestrian Improvements
Pedestrian facilities operate most eff ectively as a network. Improvements should be identifi ed 
in conjunction with a wider pedestrian network analysis or to address common issues that 
occur throughout the community. Pedestrian circulation plans can be a useful tool to help area 
stakeholders identify and prioritize improvements related to walking. Pedestrian circulation plans can 
be undertaken as stand-alone projects or as part of other planning projects - including area, corridor, 
or neighborhood plans. Pedestrian circulation plans, which provide a plan to help pedestrians get 
around the neighborhood, can also be focused on multiple locations instead of areas or corridors. 

Wichita stakeholders have indicated that the following areas are high priority locations for pedestrian 
improvements: 

 » Parks, 
 » Schools, and
 » Senior housing / centers.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Develop a program and guidelines for 
neighborhood pedestrian circulation plans. The 
guidelines should include how area stakeholders 
can apply for assistance to develop a neighborhood 
pedestrian circulation plan. 

Planning Public Works

2 Present information about connector trails/paths 
to residential and commercial developers, and off er 
technical assistance to individuals interested in 
developing connector trails. 

Planning Public Works

3 Update the Wichita Parks, Recreation, and Open 
Space (PROS) Plan park design guidelines to include 
pedestrian connections as minimum resources as 
defi ned in the plan.

Park and 
Recreation

Planning

4 Review existing neighborhood/corridor plans that 
recommend pedestrian improvements with the 
Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board.

Planning Public Works
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ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

5 Apply for funding (e.g. city and non-city funding) 
to develop and implement City neighborhood 
pedestrian circulation plans.

Planning Public Works

6 Implement pedestrian improvements 
recommended in existing City plans such as 
corridor and neighborhood plans. 

Public Works Planning

(Strategy 11 table continued)

Strategy 12 – Improve Pedestrian Access to Buildings
Providing connections for pedestrians between the public right-of-way (where the street and 
sidewalks are located) and private development is important for safety and access. For example, 
a dedicated walking connection through a parking lot from the sidewalk to the front entrance of 
businesses is a connection between the public right-of-way and private development. To ensure 
more routine, higher quality, and more uniform pedestrian access to building entrances, it is 
recommended that the following City policies and regulations be updated.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Update the City of Wichita building code and 
parking lot striping requirements (Wichita 
Municipal Code Sec. 18.14.020) to require 
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, 
dedicated pedestrian access from the sidewalk in 
the right of way to at least one building entrance 
for each building. The dedicated pedestrian access 
should be required during construction, substantial 
building renovation, and/or parking lot upgrading 
and restriping.

MABCD Planning

2 Update the City Façade Loan Program to require 
ADA compliant, dedicated pedestrian access from 
the sidewalk to one entrance of each building. 

Urban 
Development

Public Works

3 Update the zoning code to defi ne and require 
Planned Unit Development (PUD), Conditional Use 
Permits (CUP), conditional uses, and other instances 
where review and approval of a site plan is required; 
to require ADA complaint pedestrian access from 
the sidewalk to at least one entrance per building.

Planning MABCD
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Strategy 13 - Improve Pedestrian Connections to Transit
Pedestrian facilities are important for transit trips, as every transit rider is also a pedestrian at some 
point during their trip. Transit benefi ts pedestrians by greatly expanding possible trip distances and 
connections. The following actions should be coordinated with the proposed updates to the Wichita 
Transit bus stop guidelines. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Create design guidelines for transit stops, informed 
by the design guidance in this plan. The guidelines 
should include recommendations regarding the 
types of transit resources (e.g. benches, shelters, 
bicycle racks, etc.), siting / location preferences, and 
pedestrian connections. It is recommended that 
the guidelines recommend situating transit stops 
with pedestrian crossings (see design treatments 
in Chapter 7) and consider other pedestrian 
improvements to access the transit stops (e.g. 
lighting, sidewalks, etc.). 

Wichita Transit Public Works

2 Create street design guidance for how to 
accommodate transit on city streets and integrate it 
with the design guidance for transit stops.

Public Works Wichita Transit

3 Create a pilot program to identify and retrofi t 
high priority transit stop locations along one or 
more transit route. The program guidance should 
describe the criteria for selecting the priority 
locations – accounting for high priority pedestrian 
locations, high volume transit locations, and meet 
the transit stop design guidelines. 

Wichita Transit Public Works

4 Create a report that identifi es key safety and 
accessibility issues based on data (i.e., crash 
data, ridership numbers, etc.). Submit the report 
for review and comment by the Wichita Transit 
Advisory Board and Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Board. 

Planning Wichita Transit
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Encouragement

Strategy 14 – Encourage Walking for Fun, Health, and Transportation
Active transportation such as walking is an important form of exercise as well as a basic form of travel 
for short distances. Sometimes encouraging people to consider walking for health or transportation 
related trips requires additional eff ort. Encouragement can take the form of programs, campaigns or 
events to target specifi c groups or areas within the city. 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Create guidelines for how to evaluate partnership 
request from non-City of Wichita organizations that 
host walking events and promotion eff orts. The 
guidelines should identify how the partnerships are 
formalized and the criteria for partnerships. Post 
the guidelines on the City website.

City Manager’s 
Offi  ce

Planning 
Department

2 Support and promote partner organizations events 
and eff orts to increase walking and running in the 
community. Support and promotion might include 
posting information on the City’s Facebook page, 
webpage, and coordinating the participation of 
City representatives.

Community 
Engagement

Planning

3 Apply for funding to create programs for targeted 
outreach and consultation to provide education, 
encouragement, and resources to Wichita residents 
to use walking for transportation.  

Air Quality 
Section

Planning, 
Community 
Engagement 

4 Apply for funding to host ‘Open Streets’ events 
that temporarily close streets to motor vehicles 
and provide expanded opportunities for active 
transportation.

Air Quality 
Section

Planning, 
Public Works, 
Community 
Engagement 

5 Assist partner organizations to convene a 
pedestrian summit to provide a public venue in 
which to discuss issues related to walking.

Planning Public 
Works, Parks, 
Community 
Engagement

6 Host (with staff  or volunteers) a table / display with 
information about walking in Wichita at relevant 
community events (e.g., farmers markets, City 
sponsored events and city project open houses).

Planning Community 
Engagement,

Air Quality 
Section
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Strategy 15 – Provide Pedestrian Wayfi nding
A pedestrian wayfi nding system helps to visually connect the pedestrian network, while also 
providing guidance about the optimal route for pedestrians to reach their destination. Wayfi nding 
can be provided in the form of signage, pavement markings, or other means. Wayfi nding can also 
increase safety by directing pedestrians to preferred facilities and can increase awareness of off -
street paths and connections that may otherwise not be easily visible from a roadway. Downtown 
pedestrian wayfi nding can provide guidance to important destinations.  

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Apply for funding to develop a pedestrian 
wayfi nding system plan that provides guidance for 
design, implementation, prioritization, funding, and 
maintenance of a wayfi nding system.

Planning Public Works

2 Apply for funding to implement a pilot program 
to gain support and understanding of the system 
before expanding it city-wide 

Public Works Planning

3 Update the existing pedestrian wayfi nding signage. Public Works Planning
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Education

Strategy 16 – Support Safety Education Programs that Focus on Changing Pedestrian, Bicycle and 
Motorist Behavior
Streets are shared public spaces that facilitate diff erent uses and transportation modes. It is critical 
for all street users to be respectful of each other and to know the rules of conduct. Education eff orts 
should include targeted enforcement at high crash locations to reinforce the importance of safe 
conduct on public streets and eff orts to educate new drivers. In addition, the City can help promote 
community safety by sharing general information (i.e., location, severity, number of pedestrians 
involved) about crashes involving pedestrians. 

It is important that the education eff orts target behaviors that are the greatest contributors to 
crashes. National research shows that the following behaviors should be targeted.

 » Drivers: Distracted driving, failing to yield to pedestrians, speeding

 » Pedestrians: Jaywalking

 » Bicyclists: Traveling opposite direction as traffi  c, riding without lights

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Issue an annual report identifying top ten 
intersections with the most crashes involving 
pedestrians, and/or intersections with the highest 
rates of pedestrian crashes.

Police Planning

2 Apply for funding to create a pilot program to study 
and report information from crashes involving 
pedestrians, and if successful repeat the process 
periodically.  The report(s) should identify the 
top ten priority pedestrian crash locations, and 
the behaviors that contribute to the majority and 
most serious types of crashes. The report(s) should 
also identify countermeasures to the identifi ed 
priority behaviors. The report summaries should 
be presented to the Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Advisory Board for endorsement and then 
distributed to the City Council. 

Police Public Works
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ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

3 Develop an outreach campaign to educate drivers, 
bicyclists, and pedestrians about required and 
recommended roadway and path behaviors. The 
campaign should target the priority behaviors 
identifi ed in the crash study. It should also include 
evaluation criteria to monitor and measure the 
eff ectiveness of the outreach campaign. Apply for 
funding to undertake and expand the scope of the 
outreach campaign.

Communications 
Team

Police

4 Review current police training and identify 
opportunities to add / improve components related 
to pedestrian safety. 

Police

5 Update the Wichita.gov website to include a 
section on walking/pedestrian transportation. This 
page should include information about submitting 
maintenance reports, this Plan, regulations, and 
other pedestrian related information.

Planning Communications 
Team

(Strategy 16 table continued)
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Enforcement

Strategy 17– Develop Enforcement Strategies that Focus on Changing Pedestrian and Motorist 
Behaviors that Cause Crashes 
Enforcement is an important component of improving roadway safety for all users. Enforcement 
eff orts should complement, and in most cases, be preceded by educational eff orts. Law enforcement 
can play an important role in educating roadway users about behaviors that improve or diminish 
roadway safety. Enforcement eff orts should be balanced (i.e., target all roadway users, not one group) 
and focus on those behaviors that are known to cause crashes (see below). 

Targeted pedestrian behaviors:
 » Jaywalking

 » Failure to follow traffi  c controls

Targeted motorist behaviors:
 » Distracted driving

 » Not yielding to pedestrians in crosswalks

 » Speeding through areas where there are vulnerable users 

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Perform targeted education and enforcement of 
motorists in locations where yielding to pedestrians 
in a crosswalk is an issue or in locations where there 
have been pedestrian crashes. 

Polic Planning

2 Perform targeted enforcement of pedestrians in 
locations where jaywalking has contributed to 
pedestrian and motor vehicle crashes.

Police Planning

3 Perform targeted enforcement of motorists in 
locations where school zone signs have been 
installed, where speeding is an issue, and/or where 
collisions have occurred. 

Police Planning

4 Develop a crash report packet for pedestrians 
involved in a crash. Present the packet to the 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board for review 
and endorsement, and then make the information 
available online and in printed format.

Police Planning 
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Maintenance and Construction

Strategy 18 – Maintain Pedestrian Access during Construction
Temporary closures of sidewalks can result in barriers for pedestrians and lead to dangerous 
situations. Accommodating pedestrians during construction ensures that pedestrians have clear, safe, 
and accessible routes as convenient alternatives to sidewalks closed for construction.

ACTION LEAD SUPPORT

1 Review and update the City detour protocols to 
ensure consistency with the guidance in section 
6D.01 of the Manual on Uniform Traffi  c Control 
Devices (MUTCD) and section 4.4 of the American 
Association of State Highway and Transportation 
Offi  cials (AASHTO) Guide for the Planning, Design, 
and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities for provision 
of appropriate pedestrian detours for sidewalks 
that are closed for maintenance or construction. 
The protocols should include information about 
when and where a sidewalk can be closed; when 
and how a detour will be provided; and how notice 
about the closure will be provided.

Public Works Planning

2 Provide training to City inspection staff  to facilitate 
enforcement of the detour protocols.

Public Works MABCD
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CHAPTER 5CHAPTER 5
Costs, Funding, andCosts, Funding, and  
Making ProgressMaking Progress

This chapter includes information on the typical costs of pedestrian infrastructure, potential funding 
sources, and the processes recommended to implement this Plan. 

ANNUAL IMPLEMENTATION WORK PLAN / PROGRESS REPORTING

Establishing a process that sets short-term targets, ensures accountability, and celebrates successes 
is one of the best ways to make progress toward implementing this Plan. The creation of annual 
implementation work plans and annual progress reports are important tools for implementation. 
Below is more information about how these tools can be developed and used. 

Annual Implementation Work Plan
An annual work plan helps to ensure that year to year progress is made and sets annual priorities. 
It provides measurable objectives that create accountability and demonstrate progress;  seeks 
opportunities to take advantage of public and private projects; and provides an annual opportunity 
to refl ect on when, where, and how resources are being allocated. The creation of the annual work 
plan involves multiple steps described below. A draft work plan is available in Appendix G. 

Pedestrian 
Master 

Plan

Annual
Work 
Plan

Annual
Progress
Report

Figure 12: Pedestrian Plan Implementation

131



67

C
H

A
P

TE
R 

5:
 C

O
ST

S,
 F

U
N

D
IN

G
 S

O
U

R
C

ES
, A

N
D

 M
A

K
IN

G
 P

R
O

G
R

ES
S

http://walking.wichita.gov

Step 1. Coordinate with City Department Directors to identify what implementation projects are 
anticipated for the next year. This might include the following actions.

a. Identify pedestrian projects that can be designed and constructed as part of other projects in 
     the CIP. 

b. Identify priority stand-alone pedestrian projects that can be submitted for design and/or 
     construction funding. 

c. Identify and apply for funding for priority education and enforcement programs. 

Step 2. Seek internal review of the annual work plan. The intent is to improve internal coordination 
and effi  ciency, and involve other departments, divisions, and sections as appropriate.

Step 3. Seek approval for the annual work plan from the Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board. 

As part of the process to create the annual work plan, both staff  and the Wichita Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Advisory Board members will need to consider which of the strategies and activities 
identifi ed in this Plan are priorities for the community. The draft 2014-2015 Annual Implementation 
Work Plan is provided as an example in Appendix G. The following factors are provided as a tool to 
help assist in the decision making process. 

 » Will the activity accomplish one or more of the goals of the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan?

 » What is the anticipated magnitude of the activity? 

 » Will it have a long-term or large scale impact?

 » Will the activity help achieve one or more performance measures?

 » Will the activity benefi t one of the priority pedestrian areas identifi ed in this plan?

 » Will the activity implement a priority project (see Chapter 6)?
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Progress Reporting
To communicate implementation progress and eff ectiveness, a progress report should be drafted 
annually. This document should illustrate progress relative to the goals and performance measures 
expressed in this Plan, and provide an opportunity to celebrate major accomplishments. The progress 
report should be geared toward the public as the primary audience, but also be used by the Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Board and the City Council as they review progress and recommend future actions. 
The progress report should include the following elements: 

 » Highlights of the major accomplishments of the reporting year;

 » Review of the performance measures recommended in this Plan; and

 » Review of performance implementing the one year work plan.

Progress implementing this Plan will depend on the City’s institutionalization of processes to help 
provide annual goals, status updates, and accountability. Implementation will also depend on the 
cost and ability to fund the improvements recommended in this Plan. Below is information about 
infrastructure costs and potential funding sources. 

TYPICAL PEDESTRIAN INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS

Costs for pedestrian infrastructure vary greatly. Table 7 shows planning level cost estimates for typical 
pedestrian treatments based on a recent paper and associated database provides estimates of 
infrastructure costs from states and cities across the country (Bushell et al 2013). Because costs vary 
from site to site depending on many factors, the cost information should be used for only planning 
level estimates and not for determining actual bid prices for a specifi c infrastructure project. More 
detailed cost estimates can be developed for individual projects after the initial conceptual design 
process. Figure 13 illustrates how the cost estimates are refi ned as a project moves through the 
design process.   
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A: Bushell, Max, et al. Costs for Pedestrian and Bicyclist Infrastructure Improvements: A Resource for Researchers, Engineers, Planners and the General 
Public. http://katana.hsrc.unc.edu/cms/downloads/Countermeasure%20Costs_Report_Nov2013.pdf.

B: City of Wichita estimates

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES

Pedestrian projects and programs can be funded by local, state, federal, private sources, or a 
combination thereof. Funding programs that local governments, such as the City of Wichita, might 
pursue are described in this section. At the end of the section is a matrix that summarizes available 
sources by types of projects and programs (see page 71).

City of Wichita
The City of Wichita has multiple funding sources which can be allocated to a variety of activities, 
including planning, design, implementation, and maintenance of pedestrian projects. 

FACILITY AVERAGE LOWER 
RANGE

UPPER 
RANGE

UNIT COST SOURCE

Concrete Sidewalk 5’ Wide NA $3.25 $4.00 Square Foot B
Curb and Gutter NA $12.00 $22.00 Square Foot B
Curb Extension/Choker/
Bulb-out

NA $7,500 $20,000 Each B

High Visibility Crosswalk $2,540 $600 $5,710 Each A
Multi-Use Trail - Paved 10’ 
wide

NA $200,000 $800,000 Mile B

Multi-Use Trail - Unpaved $121,390 $29,520 $412,720 Mile A
Pedestrian Hybrid Beacon $57,680 $21,440 $128,660 Each A
Pedestrian Signal $1,480 $130 $10,000 Each A
Raised Crosswalk $8,190 $1,290 $30,880 Each A
Rapid Rectangular Flashing 
Beacon

$22,250 $4,520 $52,310 Each A

Streetlight $4,880 $310 $13,900 Each A
Striped Crosswalk $770 $110 $2,090 Each A
Wheelchair Ramp $810 $89 $3,600 Each A

Table 7: Planning Level Cost Estimates for Pedestrian Infrastructure

Figure 13: Cost Estimates and Design Phases

Long-range 
planning

Conceptual
design

Construction
designs

Project
bid

Construction

 » planning level
cost estimate

 » preliminary 
cost estimate

 » engineer’s 
estimate

 » acutal costs
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Routine Accommodation
The City can adopt a policy that considers pedestrian improvements as a part of new and 
rehabilitation projects. Pedestrian facilities (i.e., pedestrian ramps, crosswalks, sidewalks, lighting, etc.) 
can be integrated into other capital projects. This approach generally costs less than completeing 
these projects separately (i.e., retrofi tting pedestrian improvements). 

City Programs and Budget
The City of Wichita has several annual programs that address pedestrian needs including those listed 
below:

 » Arterial Sidewalk Installation Program 

 » Accessibility Improvements program (e.g., curb ramps) 

 » Street Maintenance Program (e.g., crosswalk restriping) 

 » Traffi  c Signal Program 

 » Street Tree Program 

Depending on the type of activity, these programs are funded either through the City’s Capital 
Improvement Program (CIP) or the annual budget. The CIP is a budget document that provides a 10 
year plan for fi nancing capital assets (e.g., buildings, roads, large equipment). The CIP identifi es how 
much, what funding type, and when capital asset improvements/purchases will be undertaken.  

Regional
The Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO) is a regional metropolitan planning 
organization (MPO). The MPO coordinates transportation at a regional level and administers Federal 
transportation funding programs for some pedestrian facilities or programs. These are described 
under the Federal funding heading later in this chapter. 

State
Implementation of the City of Wichita Pedestrian 
Plan could be advanced by infrastructure 
investments by the State of Kansas, both in 
the timing and quality of the investment. 
Additionally, if pedestrian infrastructure 
improvements are included in KDOT’s Statewide 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), 
federal funds from the Comprehensive 
Transportation Program (CTP) could be 
pursued. According to the KDOT website, a 
draft STIP document is published and available 
for public comment each year in August. 

Federal
Federal transportation funding programs are 
important funding sources. The most recent 
federal transportation funding act is Moving 
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Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century (MAP-21). The following MAP-21 programs can be used to 
fund pedestrian infrastructure and programs: 

 » Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP)

 » National Highway Performance Program

 » Surface Transportation Program

 » Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)

 » Section 402 of the State and Community Highway Safety Grant Program

Transportation Alternatives Program Funding: The MAP-21 bill provides states the option to modify the 
level of TAP funding in the following ways: a) increase funding that supports walking and bicycling; 
b) keep funding levels the same; or c) decrease funding. Under the new bill state departments of 
transportation (DOTs) are to distribute 50% of TAP funding to defi ned Transportation Management 
Areas (i.e., WAMPO), which consist of cities or metro areas with populations greater than 200,000. The 
other 50% of TAP funding may also be directed by DOTs to local or regional control, or DOTs have the 
option to redirect this funding to other state highway programs. Governors are given the authority to 
opt-in or out of the Recreational Trails program on an annual basis. If they choose to opt-out, funding 
set aside for the Recreational Trails program automatically goes into the TAP. 

The funding for each state’s TAP includes the following programs: the Recreational Trails Program; 
the Safe Routes to School program; and “planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other 
roadways largely in the right-of-way of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways.” 

The Transportation Alternatives program is a part of the Federal-aid Highway Program. Although 
the program is a “grant” program under Federal regulation, it is not an “up-front” grant program and 
funds are available only on a reimbursement basis. Only after a project has been approved by the 
State Department of Transportation or Metropolitan Planning Organization and the FHWA division 
offi  ce can costs become eligible for reimbursement. This means project sponsors must incur the 

cost of the project prior to being repaid. Costs 
must be incurred after FHWA division offi  ce 
project approval or they are not eligible for 
reimbursement.

Eligible Activities for Transportation Alternatives 
Program
Funds may be used for the following types of 
activities:

 » Construction, planning, and design of on-
road and off -road trail facilities for pedestrians, 
bicyclists, and other nonmotorized forms of 
transportation.

 » Construction, planning, and design of 
infrastructure-related projects and systems 
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that will provide safe routes for non-drivers, including children, older adults, and individuals 
with disabilities to access daily needs.

 » Conversion and use of abandoned railroad corridors for trails for pedestrians, bicyclists, or 
other non-motorized transportation users.

 » Construction of turnouts, overlooks, and viewing areas.

 » Community improvement activities, including:
 » Inventory, control, or removal of outdoor advertising;
 » Historic preservation and rehabilitation of historic transportation facilities;
 » Vegetation management practices in transportation rights-of-way to improve roadway 

safety, prevent against invasive species, and provide erosion control; and
 » Archaeological activities relating to impacts from implementation of a transportation 

project eligible under 23 USC.

 » Any environmental mitigation activity, including pollution prevention and pollution 
abatement activities and mitigation to:

 » Address stormwater management, control, and water pollution prevention or 
abatement related to highway construction or due to highway runoff ; or

 » Reduce vehicle-caused wildlife mortality or to restore and maintain connectivity among 
terrestrial or aquatic habitats.

 » The recreational trails program under 23 USC 206.

 » The safe routes to school program under §1404 of SAFETEA–LU.

 » Planning, designing, or constructing boulevards and other roadways largely in the right-of-way 
of former Interstate System routes or other divided highways.

 » Workforce development, training, and education activities are also eligible uses of TAP funds. 

Statutory citation(s): MAP-21 §1122; 23 USC 101, 206, 213; SAFETEA-LU §1404 
source: http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/map21/factsheets/tap.cfm) 

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) (Part of TA Program)
CMAQ was established as a part of the Intermordal Surface Transportation Effi  ciency Act (ISTEA) and 
was initiated to support projects and other related eff orts that contribute air quality improvements 
and provide congestion relief. Funds may be used for projects that demonstrate an air quality benefi t. 
CMAQ funds are available through a competitive funding process managed by WAMPO. Project 
applicants must provide a local match of at least 20 percent.

 » Eligible Pedestrian Projects: paved shoulders, shared use path/trail, spot improvement 
program, maps, sidewalks (anew or retrofi t), crosswalk (new or retrofi t), trail/highway 
intersection, signal improvements, curb cuts and ramps, coordinator position, safety brochure/
book, training, technical assistance. 

More information, including updates, on MAP-21 and fi nal rulemaking can be found at Advocacy 
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Advance http://www.advocacyadvance.org/MAP21 and from the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) at http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/map21/.

Surface Transportation Program (STP)
The Surface Transportation Program (STP) provides fl exible funding that may be used by states and 
localities for projects on any Federal-aid highway, including the National Highway System (NHS), 
bridge projects on any public road, transit capital projects, and intra-city and inter-city bus terminals 
and facilities. Among the eligible activities under STP are projects relating to intersections that: 
have disproportionately high accident rates; have high congestion; and are located on a Federal-aid 
highway. Funds can be used for the construction of new and the maintenance of existing pedestrian 
facilities. The STP funds are available through a competitive funding process managed by the Wichita 
Area Metropolitan Planning Organization (WAMPO). Project applicants must provide a local match of 
at least 20 percent. 

 » Eligible Pedestrian Projects: bicycle and pedestrian plans, paved shoulders, shared use path/
trail, spot improvement program, maps, sidewalks (new or retrofi t), crosswalk (new or retrofi t), 
trail/highway intersection, signal improvements, curb cuts and ramps, traffi  c calming, safety/
education position, safety brochure/book, training, technical assistance. 

Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP)
The HSIP emphasizes a data-driven, strategic approach to improving highway safety. A highway 
safety improvement project corrects or improves a hazardous road location, or addresses a highway 
safety problem. Funds may be used for projects on any public road or publicly owned bicycle and 
pedestrian pathway or trail. Each State must have a Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP) to be 
eligible to use up to 10 percent of its HSIP funds for other safety projects under 23 U.S. Code (USC) 
including education, enforcement and emergency medical services. Funds can be used for projects 
aimed at increasing safety, and reducing crashes. The HSIP funds are available through a competitive 
funding process managed by KDOT. 

 » Eligible Pedestrian Projects: Paved 
shoulders, shared use path/trail, spot 
improvement program, sidewalks (new 
or retrofi t), crosswalks (new or retrofi t), 
trail/highway intersection, signal 
improvements, curb cuts and ramps, 
traffi  c calming. 

State and Community Highway Safety Grant 
Program, Section 402
Highway Safety Funds are used to support 
state and community programs to reduce 
deaths and injuries on the highways. In each 
state, funds are administered by the Governor’s 
Representative for Highway Safety. Pedestrian 
safety has been identifi ed as a National 
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Priority Area and is therefore eligible for Section 402 funds. These funds can be used for a variety of 
safety initiatives including conducting data analyses, developing safety education programs, and 
conducting community-wide pedestrian safety campaigns. Since the Section 402 Program is jointly 
administered by National Highway Traffi  c Safety Administration (NHTSA) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), Highway Safety funds can also be used for some limited safety-related 
engineering projects. A state is eligible for these formula grants by submitting a Performance Plan, 
which establishes goals and performance measures to improve highway safety in the state, and a 
Highway Safety Plan, which describes activities to achieve those goals. 

 » Eligible Pedestrian Projects: Comprehensive school-based pedestrian safety education 
programs, pedestrian safety programs for older adults, training in use of pedestrian design 
guidelines, community information and education programs, public information needs in 
May such as “Bike Safety Month” and in September for “Back to School Safety Month,” public 
information for school zone and crosswalk safety, and public information about older adults 
and impaired pedestrians.

National Highway Performance Program (NHPP)
The NHPP provides support for the condition and performance of the National Highway System 
(NHS), for the construction of new facilities on the NHS, and to ensure that investments of Federal-
aid funds in highway construction are directed to support progress toward the achievement of 
performance targets established in a state’s asset management plan for the NHS. 

NHPP projects must be on an eligible facility and support progress toward achievement of national 
performance goals for improving infrastructure condition, safety, mobility, or freight movement 
on the NHS, and be consistent with metropolitan and statewide planning requirements. Eligible 
activities include: 

 » Construction, reconstruction, resurfacing, restoration, rehabilitation, preservation, or 
operational improvements of NHS segments. 

 » Construction, replacement (including replacement with fi ll material), rehabilitation, 
preservation, and protection (including scour countermeasures, seismic retrofi ts, impact 
protection measures, security countermeasures, and protection against extreme events) of 
NHS bridges and tunnels. 

 » Bridge and tunnel inspection and evaluation of the NHS and inspection and evaluation of 
other NHS highway infrastructure assets. 

 » Training of bridge and tunnel inspectors. 

Eligible Pedestrian Projects: Paved shoulders, shared use paths/trail, spot improvement program, 
sidewalks (new or retrofi t), crosswalks (new or retrofi t), trail/highway intersections, signal 
improvements, curb cuts and ramps, and traffi  c calming. 

Recreational Trails Program (RTP) 
The RTP provides funds to states to develop and maintain recreational trails and trail-related facilities 
for both nonmotorized and motorized recreational trail uses. RTP funds are available through a 
competitive process managed by the Kansas Department of Wildlife, Parks and Tourism. Project 
applicants must provide a local match of at least 20 percent.
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Eligible Pedestrian Projects: Shared use paths/trail, single track hike/bike trail, trail/highway 
intersection, safety brochures/books, and training.

Other Potential Sources
Public Private Partnerships: Public private partnerships can take many forms such as neighborhood 
associations funding sidewalk projects, grants from foundations, and special assessments to fund 
improvements. 

Private Construction and Redevelopment Projects: Sometimes, pedestrian improvements (e.g., 
crosswalks, curb ramps, sidewalks, lighting, etc.) are required as part of new projects that will impact 
the public rights-of-way. This plan recommends continuing with existing community requirements.

NHPP = National Highway Performance Program
CMAQ = Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement 
                  Program
RTP = Regional Trails Program
P/P = Public Private Partnerships
C/R = Private Construction

RA = Routine Accomodation
BGT = Budget
CIP = Capital Improvement Program
STP = Surface Transportation Program
HSIP = Highway Safety Improvement Program
402 = State and Community Highway Safety Program, Section 402

Project Type RA BGT CIP STP HSIP 402 NHPP CMAQ RTP TAP P/P C/R

Pedestrian Plan x x x
Paved Shoulders x x x x x x x x
Shared Use Path/Trail x x x x x x x x x
Spot Improvement Program x x x x x x x x x
Maps x x x x x
Sidewalks, new or retrofi t x x x x x x x x x x
Crosswalk, new or retrofi t x x x x x x x x x x
Trail/Highway Intersection x x x x x x x x x
Signal Improvements x x x x x x x x x x
Curb Cuts/Ramps x x x x x x x x x x
Traffi  c Calming x x x x x x x x
Coordinator Position x x
Safety/Education Position x x x x
Police Patrol x x x
Safety Brochure/Book x x x x x x
Training x x x x x x
Technical Assistance x x x x x

Local Federal Other

Table 8: Pedestrian Projects Funding Sources Summary Matrix
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CHAPTER 6CHAPTER 6
Prioritization ProcessPrioritization Process

Establishing priorities is important because resources and timing generally don’t allow for every 
project and improvement to be undertaken at once. It can be challenging for a community to 
decide which projects to implement fi rst and which to pursue at a later date. A structured process 
to determine which projects meet the goals of the Pedestrian Plan can help in the decision making. 
It is recommended that the City of Wichita create a prioritization process to help with prioritizing 
infrastructure projects that can improve conditions for walking in Wichita (Strategy 10, Action 4). 
This process can be applied to projects that are specifi c to the pedestrian environment (such as 
Arterial Sidewalk Program projects), and to other projects that have pedestrian improvements as one 
component of many. 

It is important that the prioritization process refl ect community priorities and be fl exible enough to 
make adjustments as needed. This chapter presents recommendations for categories and criteria that 
can used to help determine the relative priority for projects based on their alignment with this Plan’s 
vision and goals, and the public input received during the planning process. Appendix H provides an 
example scoring system. 

Does it improve pedestrian safety at priority intersections? 
Pedestrians and motor vehicles interact the most at intersections, where their movements may 
confl ict. This category could be used to prioritize projects that will improve City-identifi ed  priority 
pedestrian crossings (including marked crosswalks and intersections) (see  Strategy 2 and Strategy 3). 
The criterion for this could consist of a yes or no response. 

Does it serve students? 
This category could be used to measure how projects might improve conditions for students to walk 
to school (including universities). Potential criteria might include the following:

 » Is the project within 0.25 miles of a school property?

 » Does the project travel along at least 500 feet an offi  cial City endorsed school walking route?

 » Does the project  improve one or more pedestrian crossings within 0.25 miles of a school 
property?
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Does it serve the senior population? 
This category could be used to gauge how signifi cantly a project could benefi t the senior community, 
potential criteria might include the following. 

 » Is the project within 0.25 miles of senior-focused housing and/or senior centers?

 » Does the project travel along at least 500 feet of a City endorsed senior walking route?

Does it fi ll in a gap in the existing system? 
This category could help prioritize projects that complete / fi ll in gaps in the existing pedestrian 
network. This could be important because fi lling in system gaps is likely to benefi t existing users 
more than the construction of new facilities. A more continuous network is also likely to encourage 
more people to walk and serves persons with disabilities. The criterion for this could consist of a yes 
or no response.

Is it on a Safety Corridor? 
Based on a high-level crash analysis, three Safety Corridors have been identifi ed for this Plan in 
Chapter 2. Based on the number of pedestrian crashes on these corridors, it is important to prioritize 
projects in these areas. These corridors are Broadway Avenue, Central Avenue, and Douglas Avenue. 
Projects in “top crash segments” of these corridors could be prioritized over projects that are on these 
corridors but not in the highest crash areas. Potential criteria for consideration include:

 » Is the project along at least a 500 foot length of a safety corridor?
 » Is the project along at least a 500 foot length of a “top crash segment” of a safety corridor?

Is it on a transit route? 
Building connectivity within the community is a key goal of the Pedestrian Plan.  Facilities within 0.25 
miles of the Wichita Transit Center could be prioritized. Potential criteria for consideration are listed 
below:

 » Does a transit route intersect with the project? 
 » Is the project wihtin 0.25 miles of the Wichita Transit Center?

Does it connect to retail / service destinations? 
Wichita residents have indicated the high importance of providing walking connections to retail and 
service destinations. Projects that connect to retail/service destinations could be prioritized. One 
potential criterion that could be considered is listed below:

 » Is the project within 150 feet of properties zoned: CBD; GC; LC; NO; NR; or PUD?

Does it connect to a public park or public amenity? 
Providing access to parks and other public amenities is important to Wichita residents. Projects that 
connect to public parks or public services could be prioritized:

 » Is the project within 150 feet of public parks and priority public service locations?

Does it address a public concern? 
Finally, because the City of Wichita remains focused on serving its residents, projects addressing a 
public concern, such as comments submitted through the Wichita Reports mobile application or 
other documented concerns about issues such as perception of safety or a popular local destination 
could be prioritized. 
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CHAPTER 7CHAPTER 7
Design TreatmentsDesign Treatments
for Pedestriansfor Pedestrians

INTRODUCTION

The following section describes the intent of the best practice recommendations for 30 street-related 
design treatments for pedestrians. The treatments are intended to be used as a toolbox for City staff  
and make the general public aware of options that can be applied to Wichita’s streets to improve 
pedestrian safety and encourage walk trips, key elements of this Plan. Each treatment includes a 
defi nition, a description of the benefi ts of applying the treatment, design consideration, the crash 
reduction factor, a local photo example, a graphic depicting the best practices for design of the 
treatment, and other resources. The project team reviewed existing City and State design guidance 
and incorporated the latest national research into the recommendations. It is important to note 
that the City Engineer has discretion when selecting designs. The components of the treatment 
recommendations are outlined below:

Description: The description provides a defi nition of the treatment and the intended eff ect it can 
have on roadway safety when implemented properly. The description, coupled with a photograph of 
the treatment, can inform the public about the treatment and its intended eff ect.

Benefi ts: This section describes the benefi ts of the treatment to pedestrian travel. It may include 
benefi ts to other modes. City staff  can review this section when weighing diff erent treatment types 
to determine the best treatment for a specifi c location. 

Considerations: While engineering judgment must be exercised to determine the correct treatment 
for a specifi c location, this section presents key factors that must, should, or may be taken into 
consideration when planning, designing, or implementing the treatment. Policy implications of the 
design treatments are described in Appendix I.

Crash Reduction Factor: The Crash Reduction Factor (CRF) is provided, when available. This factor is 
based on research that has been conducted on the eff ectiveness of specifi c treatments to reduce 
pedestrian-vehicle crashes. When the treatment is properly implemented, the crash reduction factor 
is the percentage decrease in crashes that can be expected. CRFs are available for about half of the 
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recommended treatments.

Photograph: The photo is intended to assist in defi ning the treatment. Where possible, a local 
example of the treatment is provided to illustrate a real life example of how the treatment is 
operating. 

Graphic: The design graphic illustrates the best practices in design of the treatment. The graphic may 
include the relationship of the treatment to other elements in the roadway and provide important 
dimensions to consider. 

Resources: Several relevant resources are provided for more in-depth design guidance or 
requirements.

STANDARD PRACTICE

Guidance for the pedestrian design treatments was compiled from a variety of sources including 
national guidelines, and the City of Wichita’s standards and best practices. The following documents 
are important references for standard practice for pedestrian facility design and installation. More 
detailed references can be found in the resources section for each design treatment. 

Manual of Uniform Traffi  c Control Devices (MUTCD)
Issuing Agency/ Organization: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)

Level of Authority: Standards, most of which are requirements (“shalls”). 
Some standards are fl exible in that there may be more than one option 
for implementation.

Overview: The MUTCD is issued by the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) of the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) to specify 
the standards by which traffi  c signs, road surface markings, and signals 
are designed, installed, and used. These specifi cations include the 
shapes, colors, fonts, sizes, etc., used in road markings and signs. In 
the United States, all traffi  c control devices, such as traffi  c signals must 
generally conform to these standards. The manual is used by state and 
local agencies and private design and construction fi rms to ensure 
that the traffi  c control devices they use conform to the national standard. While some state agencies 
have developed their own sets of standards, including their own MUTCDs, they must substantially 
conform to the federal MUTCD, and must be approved by the FHWA. The Kansas Department of 
Transportation (KDOT) uses the federal MUTCD. Supplemental drawings and details pertaining to 
pavement markings can be found on the KDOT website. 

American Association of State Highway Transportation Offi  cials (AASHTO) Guide for the Planning, 
Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities
Issuing Agency/ Organization: American Association of State Highway Transportation Offi  cials

Level of Authority: Guidelines 
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Overview: The AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities is 
a resource for the design, development, and maintenance of safe pedestrian facilities. The Guide 
presents a set of best practices for designing roadways that accommodate pedestrians. The 
information in the Guide is not intended to be strict standards nor is it all encompassing, rather it 
aims at  providing guidance that should be used in conjunction with other regulations such as the 
MUTCD.

ADA/PROWAG
Issuing Agency/ Organization: U.S. Department of Justice/ Access Board

Level of Authority: Guidelines

Overview: The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA, 1990, Public Law 101-336) is a broad civil rights 
statute that prohibits discrimination against people with disabilities in all areas of public life. The 
Department of Justice’s ADA Title II implementing regulations apply to state and local government 
services, activities and policy making. As part of FHWA’s regulatory responsibility under Title II of the 
ADA and Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (504), the FHWA ensures that recipients of 
federal aid and state and local entities that are responsible for roadways and pedestrian facilities do 
not discriminate on the basis of disability in any highway transportation program, activity, service or 
benefi t they provide to the general public; and to ensure that people with disabilities have equitable 
opportunities to use the public rights-of-way system. 

The Access Board has developed proposed guidelines for public rights-of-way (PROWAG) that 
address various issues, including access for blind pedestrians at street crossings, wheelchair 
access to on-street parking, and various constraints posed by space limitations, roadway design 
practices, slope, and terrain. The proposed guidelines cover pedestrian access to sidewalks and 
streets, including crosswalks, curb ramps, street furnishings, pedestrian signals, parking and other 
components of public rights-of-way.
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LIST OF DESIGN TREATMENTS

Number Along the Roadway
i Sidewalk Zone
1 Pedestrian Zone
2 Building Frontage Zone
3 Amenity Zone 
4 Buff er Zone 
5 Connector Trails 

Access Management / Driveways
6 Access Management / Driveways
7 Driveway Design
8 Driveways Near Intersections
9 Driveway Consolidation 

10 Medians
Across the Roadway

11 Crosswalk
12 Crossing Island
13 Mid-block Crossing

Signals
14 Protected Left Turn Phase
15 Pedestrian Signal
16 Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons

Lighting
17 Illumination Along Corridors

18 Illumination at Pedestrian Crossings  
Intersection Geometry

19 Curb Ramps
20 Curb Extension
21 Curb Radius
22 Right-turn Slip Lane 
23 Modify Skewed Intersections

Transit
24 Transit Stop Location
25 Transit Stop Design
26 Crossing Near Transit Stop

Channelization
27  Road Diet
28 Width of Lanes 

Curbside Management
29 Back-In Angle Parking

Traffi  c Calming
30 Mini Traffi  c Circle
31 Chicanes

Note:  This design guidance is for the City of Wichita public 
projects and is not a requirement for private development.
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DESIGN TREATMENT APPLICATION FOR NEIGHBORHOOD TYPOLOGIES

Chapter 2 outlines fi ve distinct neighborhood typologies. The typologies, or the diff erent ways that 
Wichita streets have been built at diff erent times, provide a way to consider the application of the 
design treatments in specifi c neighborhoods. The recommendations below are based on the types of 
unique challenges for pedestrians in each of the typologies. 

City-Wide
City-wide there are several street related challenges to pedestrian safety that are not specifi c to a 
typology. These challenges are:

 » Crossing multi-lane arterials streets at uncontrolled locations: This is a challenge where many 
residential streets intersect arterials, where pedestrians need to cross the street to access 
adjacent businesses, schools, neighborhoods, or transit stops. This is also an issue where there 
are long distances between signals or signalized pedestrian crossings. 

 » Missing sidewalks along arterials: Many arterial streets do not have sidewalks or have gaps in 
sidewalks that challenge pedestrian access along the roadway. 

The following section outlines design treatments that are appropriate for each neighborhood 
typology based on the most common challenges faced by pedestrians in these areas.

Downtown Grid

Example Neighborhoods
 » Downtown

Typology Specifi c Challenges
1. Excess capacity: Many Downtown streets are wide and have more lanes than needed to 

accommodate the amount of traffi  c using them. Wide streets increase pedestrians’ exposure 
to traffi  c when crossing the street. This makes additional accommodation for pedestrians at 
signalized and unsignalized crossing important for safety. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Road Diet

 » Width of Lane

 » Curb Extension

 » Median

 » Crossing Island

 » Right-turn Slip Lane 

 » Pedestrian Signal

 » Protected Left Turn Phase

2. Transit use: There is higher transit use 
Downtown, this requires accommodations 
for transit resources (i.e., bus shelters, 
benches) within the Sidewalk Zone and 
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facilities to enable pedestrians to safely cross the roadway during periods of high traffi  c volumes. 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Transit Stop Location

 » Transit Stop Design

 » Crossings Near Transit Stop

 » Amenity Zone

3. One-way streets: Many of the streets in Downtown Wichita are one-way with more than one 
travel lane, which creates a multiple threat hazard. A multiple threat hazard can occur on roads 
with multiple lanes in the same direction where one car stops for a pedestrian and a car in the 
adjoining lane does not because the driver is unable to see the pedestrian due to the other 
stopped vehicle. Multiple threat hazards can be mitigated for pedestrians trying to cross the 
street at uncontrolled mid-block locations (e.g., locations without signals or stop signs). 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Road Diet

 » Width of Lanes

 » Mid-block Crossing

 » Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon

 » Curb Extension

 » Crosswalk

 » One-way to Two-way Street Conversions (Project Downtown)

4. Long blocks: The long blocks in downtown make mid-block crossing more desirable for 
pedestrians wanting to get to businesses and services on the opposite side of the street. Often 
a pedestrian is more likely to make a midblock crossing instead of walking to the end of a long 
block to cross at a signalized intersection. 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Mid-block Crossing

 » Crosswalk

 » Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacon

 » Curb Extension

 » Crossing Island

5. Life on the streets: With wide sidewalks and 
density of businesses, entertainment and 
restaurants, Downtown is a great place for 
placemaking related sidewalk improvements. 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Amenity Zone 

 » Buff er Zone
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 » Building Frontage Zone

 » Driveway Design

 » Back-in Angle Parking

Residential Grid 

Example Neighborhoods
 » Delano

 » South Central

 » Midtown

Typology Specifi c Challenges
1. Visibility at intersections: In these areas 

streets are narrow with on-street parking 
and street trees.

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Curb Extensions

2. Cut-through traffi  c, one block off  of arterial streets: Cut through traffi  c, avoiding congestion on 
arterial streets, often uses the residential street one block off  of the arterial. These streets often 
see higher motor vehicle volumes and speeds than other residential streets. 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Chicanes

 » Mini Traffi  c Circles

3. One-way streets: Some of the arterial streets in these residential areas are one-way with more 
than one travel lane, which creates a multiple threat hazard. A multiple threat hazard can occur 
on roads with multiple lanes in the same direction where one car stops for a pedestrian and the 
other car does not because the driver is unable to see the pedestrian due to the other stopped 
vehicle. Multiple threat hazards can be mitigated for pedestrians trying to cross the street at 
uncontrolled mid-block locations e.g. locations without signals or stop signs. 

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Road Diet

 » Width of Lanes

 » Curb Extensions

 » Crosswalk

 » One-way to Two-way Street Conversion

4. Arterial street crossings from residential areas to adjacent neighborhoods, schools, or shopping 
areas: Locations without pedestrian access across arterial streets, result in shopping areas, 
services and adjacent neighborhoods that are not accessible to pedestrians who live in nearby 
residential neighborhoods.
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Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Road Diet

 » Width of Lanes

 » Crosswalk

 » Mid-block Crossings

 » Rectangular Rapid Flash Beacons

 » Crossing Islands

 » Curb Ramps

Grid and Curvilinear 

Example Neighborhoods
 » Southwest Neighborhood

 » Benjamin Hills

 » Matlock Heights

 » Fabrique

Typology Specifi c Challenges
1. Safe walking routes to schools and parks: The intact street grid makes it possible for students to 

walk to school. Streets without sidewalks and unimproved street crossings are barriers to safe 
walking and bicycling for children. Skewed intersections are more common in these areas. At 
intersections skewed intersections can lengthen street crossings and increase turning speeds.

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Skewed Intersection

 » Curb Extension

 » Curb Radius

 » Curb Ramps

 » Sidewalk Zone

2. Arterial street crossings from residential areas to adjacent neighborhoods or commercial areas: 
Many shopping areas, services, schools and adjacent neighborhoods are not accessible to 
pedestrians in residential neighborhoods. Arterial and residential street intersections are often 
not improved for pedestrians making arterial streets challenging to cross. Walking or ADA access 
into commercial areas is often not provided requiring pedestrians to pass through parking lots 
where sidewalks are not provided from the adjacent street to the front entrance of the store.

Applicable Design Treatments:
 » Driveway Design

 » Crosswalk

226



162

C
H

A
P

TE
R 

7:
 D

ES
IG

N
 T

R
EA

TM
EN

TS
 F

O
R 

P
ED

ES
TR

IA
N

S

http://walking.wichita.gov

 » Crossing island / Pedestrian Signal

 » Sidewalk Zone 

3. Sidewalks: Many of the streets are missing sidewalks from one or both sides of the street. Due to 
the intact street grid, there is likely a higher volume of pedestrians walking and opportunities for 
children to walk to school.

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Sidewalk Zone 

 » Buff er Zone

4. Residential street intersection control: Slowing traffi  c at residential street intersections is 
important for the safety of pedestrians crossing the street. At low volume residential street 
intersections motor vehicle drivers may not always comply with stop controlled intersections or 
obey rules of the road at uncontrolled locations (yielding) because they rarely encounter cross 
traffi  c at those locations. At intersections without control, traffi  c calming devices can help to slow 
speeds and improve compliance at intersections. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Mini Traffi  c Circles

 » Curb Extensions

High Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs

Example Neighborhoods
 » West 21st St and Maize Rd

 » Westlink

 » Brookhollow

Typology Specifi c Challenges
1. Lack of street connections require longer 

block walking distances: Walking to 
destinations within the neighborhood can 
be challenging with a lack of connecting 
streets and sidewalks; and longer distances 
where connections do exist. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Sidewalk Zone 

 » Connector Trails

2. Access management: Arterial streets 
adjacent to neighborhoods are where 
residents access businesses, transit and 
other services. Driveways and their 
relationship to the sidewalk can aff ect 
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pedestrian safety particularly where there are a high number of driveways, where there is no 
sidewalk or where the sidewalk alignment and grade is not straight and fl at. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Access Management

 » Driveway Design

 » Illumination Along Corridors

 » Illumination at Intersections

3. Traffi  c calming: Speeding along residential streets can be a problem in areas where the streets 
are wide and there are few parked cars. Speeding increases the risk and severity of collisions 
including those involving pedestrians crossing the street. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Mini Traffi  c Circles

 » Chicanes

Low Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs

Example Neighborhoods
 » Sierra Hills 

 » Lakepoint

 » Willowbend

 » Fox Ridge

Typology Specifi c Challenges
1. Sidewalks: Many of the streets are missing sidewalks from one or both sides of the street. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Sidewalk Zone

 » Buff er Zone

2. Lack of street connections require longer 
walking distances between blocks: Walking to 
destinations within the neighborhood can be 
challenging with discontinuous streets and cul-
de-sacs. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Connector Trails

3. Connections between neighborhoods:  
Adjacent neighborhoods in these areas may be 
diffi  cult to walk between with the only street 
connections requiring long walks and/or use of 
arterial or two lane streets with no sidewalks.
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Applicable Design Treatments
 » Sidewalk  Zone 

 » Curb Radius

 » Curb Ramps

4. Single entrance to development: Some developments have a limited number of entrances. The 
entrances are built wide for high speed, motor vehicle access. Because pedestrians will also 
use these entrances to access adjacent neighborhoods, transit or street crossings, pedestrian 
amenities at these locations are important for pedestrian safety. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Sidewalk Zone Curb Radii

 » Curb Ramps

 » Illumination at Intersections

 » Crosswalk

 » Mid-block Crossing

5. Traffi  c calming: Speeding along residential streets can be a problem in areas where the streets 
are wide and there are few parked cars. Speeding increases the risk and severity of collisions 
including those involving pedestrians crossing the street. 

Applicable Design Treatments
 » Mini Traffi  c Circles

 » Chicanes
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List of Meetings 
 

Technical Advisory Committee Meetings 
1. July 16, 2013 
2. September 10, 2013 
3. November 4, 2013 
4. January 17, 2014 
5. January 29, 2014 
6. February 4, 2014 
7. February 19, 2014 
8. March 5, 2014 
9. March 24, 2014 
10. April 4, 2014 
11. April, 10,2014 
12. April 17, 2014 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   1 

282



Steering Committee Meetings 
1. September 10, 2013 
2. November 6, 2013 
3. January 30, 2014 
4. March 13, 2014 
5. March 27, 2014 
6. April 10, 2014 
7. April 29, 2014 

Technical Advisory Design Subcommittee Meetings 
1. January 23, 2014 
2. February 13, 2014 
3. February 27, 2014 
4. March 13, 2014 
5. March 26, 2014 
6. April 11, 2014 
7. April 15, 2014 

Joint Technical Advisory Committee / Steering Committee Meetings  
1. May 5, 2014 
2. May 20, 2014 
3. June 10, 2014 
4. July 1, 2014 
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Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan – Public Open House #1 Report 
The first Open House for the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan was held September 12th, 2013 from 5:00 
pm to 8:00 pm at Wichita City Hall. The number of participants that signed into the event was 47.  The 
event was staffed by Steering Committee and Technical Advisory Committee members, City staff and 
consultant team members. The meeting was successful in providing Wichita residents with an in-depth 
understanding of the planning process, schedule and plan content. In addition, the project team 
received important feedback from residents on how to improve walking in Wichita and where people 
like to walk in Wichita.  

To gather information, participants were asked to visit a series of seven stations to get their feedback on 
different pedestrian related topics. The feedback will be used to develop key aspects of the plan such as 
the goals and objectives of the plan.  

Open House Stations 

Sign-in Table 
Participants were asked to provide their name and email address both to track the number of 
participants and to disperse project information to those interested. Comment cards were also available 
for participants to provide written comments on walking related issues.  

Station 1: Wichita City Maps 
Large format maps of the City and 2030 Growth Area 
were available for residents to mark where they would 
like to see improvements for walking and to identify 
barriers to walking. In addition, residents also marked 
places where they like to walk. The following tables 
include a list of the comments received on each of the 
five maps: 

1. Downtown Wichita 
2. NW Wichita  
3. NE Wichita  
4. SW Wichita  
5. SE Wichita  

The map comments will be compiled with other location 
related feedback to inform priority areas for improvements.  
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Downtown Wichita - 
Improvements Needed or 
Barriers Exist  
• Intersection of Nimms 

Avenue and Central 
Avenue – high vehicle 
speeds and dangerous to 
cross  

• Riverside Park area -  better 
bike and pedestrian path 
connections needed, 
including connections to 
the Keeper of the Plains 
and Minisa Bridge  

• Woodland Park – 
connections from the 
neighborhoods to the park 
playgrounds are needed  

• Ambassador Hotel and City 
parking garage with a blind 
spot to the sidewalk  

• English  Street from the 
Arkansas River to the arena 
– a pedestrian connection 
is needed  

• Parking lots – too many of 
them in the city  

• Cars – too many of them in 
Old Town near the movie theater 
on the weekends 

• East High – improvements needed 
in all directions – many students 
walking to school  

• 1st Street and 2nd Street – people 
walk in the bike lanes – a safer 
alternative is needed  

• Areas between Old Town and Midtown – the area doesn’t feel safe but has walkable infrastructure  
• 13th Street from St. Francis to Park Place – the sidewalks are too close to the street and change from 

four motor vehicle lanes to three – slow down traffic for safety in neighborhood where many people 
walk. 

Where people like to walk in Downtown Wichita 

• Along the Arkansas River and Little Arkansas River  
• Douglas Avenue from Seneca to Washington (lots of 

shops and things to see), except for the McLean crossing  
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NW Wichita - Improvements Needed or 
Barriers Exist  
• Tyler Road from Shadow Lakes Street to 

south of Lang Street, then west – smaller 
area should be hard to fix, needs (??)  

• Tyler Road and 37th Street intersection 
and parts south – sidewalk ends  

• Ridge Road from 37th Street to 29th Street 
and 29th Street from Ridge Road to Hoover 
Street  

• Streets surrounding the future Crystal 
Prairie Lake Park  

• Along Hoover Road from 53rd to Zoo 

Boulevard / 21st Street and then along the 
Arkansas River to 53rd Street  

• Along 21st Street from 119th Street to Ridge 
Road – there is a bike path here – but it looks 
like a terrible place to walk – the traffic is so 
fast!  

• Crosswalk connection between Sedgwick 
County Park and the area to the west – 
across Ridge Road – is needed – I agree! Need a crosswalk mid-block – or two!  

• 13th Street between Murray Ave and Wood Ave. – a crosswalk is needed to cross 13th Street  
• 13th Street at Country Acres Ave – a crosswalk is needed  
• Ridge Road from 13th Street to School Street – sidewalks!  
• Along 119th Street from 21st Street to Maple Street – wider sidewalks for bicycles and walkers  
• Central west of 119th – ped crossing to Elizabeth Ann School  
• Sidewalks needed in the area generally between 13th Street – 119th Street – Maize Road – Maple 

Street  
• Along 21st Street from West Street to North Woodland Park – connect to the bike path) 
• Along the north bank of the Big Arkansas River from McLean Boulevard to Meridian Avenue – 

connect to dog park and back to bike path  
• Intersection at 21st Street and Amidon Avenue – very difficult intersection  
• Sidewalk from Oak Park to North Riverside Park – avoid on bike and foot  
• Connection across 13th Street to Sycamore Park needed  
• Near Central Ave and 2nd Street – the sidewalk ends in a parking lot  
• Need sidewalk access from neighborhoods to schools; and to shopping and libraries so elders can 

walk  
• Sidewalk along north River Boulevard – either side  

Where people like to walk in NW Wichita 

• Sims Golf Course - Great Park!!  
• Oak Park - Nice Park  
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NE Wichita - Improvements Needed or 
Barriers Exist  
• Chisholm Creek Park – trees need to be 

trimmed away from the paths  
• Rock Road from Bradley Fair Parkway to 

13th Street – sidewalks are needed on 
the east side of the road  

• Rock Road north of 13th Street – 
sidewalks on the west side of the street 
are too close to the roadway  

• 13th Street at Polo Street – pedestrian 
crossing improvements are needed  

• Wichita State University – more 
pedestrian connections to the campus are 
needed  

• Redbud Bike Path  
• Hillside – 21st Street to 13th Street  
• Oliver – 21st Street to 13th Street  
• MacDonald Golf Course – path connection 

needed along the east side of the golf 
course with connections to existing paths  

• 37th Street from Rock Road to Webb Road 
• Downtown – driveway design 

improvements needed  
• Grove at 3rd Street – add more cross walk  
• Central and Volutsia – add more crosswalks 
• Central Avenue from Oliver to Grove – sidewalk maintenance needed  
• Oliver at 3rd Street  
• Within College Hill south of Douglas and along Douglas Avenue – sidewalk maintenance is needed 
• Bluff Avenue and Kellogg – crossing blocked  
• Pedestrian bridge crossing over Kellogg at Chautauqua – needs better signage or something – never 

knew it existed  
• NW corner of Madison and 1st Street – the fence blocks oncoming traffic  
• Hillside around Wichita State University – the sidewalks are skinny and have telephone poles that 

need to be moved to accommodate wheelchairs  
• Oliver between Vesta and 21st Street – the following improvements are needed: 6’ sidewalks on 

each side, bike paths on each side, a covered bus stop bench near 17th and Oliver, a furniture zone 
on each side, marked walkways at 21st and Oliver 

• Redbud Path – needs security lighting t reduce robberies fro back doors of residences along the path 
– also needs call boxes to contact police  

Where people like to walk in NE Wichita 

• Chisholm Creek Park - lots of great paths  
• Wichita State University - the campus is well 

lit   
• 3rd Street Path - love it  
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SW Wichita - Improvements 
Needed or Barriers Exist 
• Tyler Road from McArthur Road 

to Harry Street  
• Harry Street from Tyler Road to 

Maize Road  
• Learjet campus off Tyler – no 

safe bike route  
• Along the streets within the 

general area of Belview Avenue 
to Maize Road to 2nd Street to 
Ridge Road and back to Belview  

• Douglas Avenue between 
Millwood and Elizabeth – a 
midblock crossing is needed  

• Douglas Avenue between 
Handley and Osage – a midblock 
crossing is needed  

• Pawnee and Seneca intersection  - walking hazards in intersection, open 3 inch holes in crosswalk at 
the southeast corner  

• Arkansas River Path at Mclean Boulevard – put in an up ramp on the south side of the bridge  

SE Wichita - Improvements 
Needed or Barriers Exist 
• George Washington Boulevard 

from Lincoln Street Oliver – 
there is a lot of potential 
improvement this road and to 
increase pedestrian options  

• Arkansas River Path at the train 
bridge between Broadway 
Avenue and Washington 
Avenue – dangerous around the 
train bridge, lots of loose rocks 
on the path  

• Arkansas River Path and path 
along Wassall Street east of 
Southeast Boulevard – connect 
the two paths  

• Arkansas River Path at Hydraulic – need to keep extreme (?) 
• Connect the Mount Vernon bike lanes and the Arkansas River Path  
• Turnpike Drive at Southeast Boulevard – connect bike path – I like this idea too  
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• Need to make the neighborhood around the school near 51st Street and Hydraulic walkable – 
especially a safer sidewalk along Hydraulic from 53rd Street to Dogwood  

• Connect the park site at 55th Street and Southeast Boulevard to the WSU south campus – both for 
bicycling and walking  

• Make a walking thoroughfare generally located along the Arkansas River Path, path connection to 
Planeview Park, and the Gypsum Creek Path; and Mount Vernon; along the creek from Clapp Golf 
Course through Planeview to Southeast Boulevard; along Harry from Clapp Golf Course to Harry 
Court and then north along the creek and 
Gypsum Creek Path  

• Oliver between Boston and Bayley Drive – a 
crosswalk is needed  

• Douglas Avenue – install a crosswalk to 
connect the Hillcrest and Parkstone  

• Harry Street at Batin – a sidewalk connection 
to the bus stop is needed  

• Lincoln at Elpyco – a sidewalk connection to 
the bus stop is needed  

 

 

 

 

  

Where people like to walk in SE Wichita 

• Harrison Park  - lots of people from the 
surrounding neighborhoods walk to the 
park  

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   8 

289



Station 2: On-line Community Survey 
A computer terminal was available for meeting 
participants to answer questions about walking in 
Wichita in an on-line survey. The survey was available 
outside of the meeting for two months.  A report 
containing the survey results is posted on the project 
website. 

 

 

 

Station 3: Goals and Objectives 
Participants were asked to vote with stickers on 
their top 3 goals a nd objectives. A separate board 
was available for participants to write in their own 
goals and objectives for the plan.  

 

 

 

Goals and Objectives Votes 
Provide convenient access from places people live to desired destinations (parks, schools, 
employment centers, downtown, services, etc.) 

32 

Provide connections between pedestrian, bicycle and transit facilities 29 
Ensure all neighborhoods are walkable  28 
Create safe, accessible pedestrian access to all parts of town 16 
Provide walking connections between  major destinations 15 

Make walking as viable as driving 14 
Encourage people to walk more for fun, exercise and to get to places 13 
Make active transportation the easy choice 13 
Integrate safe pedestrian considerations into all transportation decisions  11 
Provide pedestrian wayfinding to key destinations 6 
Establish pedestrian connections within and between neighborhoods 6 
Encourage all people to identify themselves as pedestrians 2 
Integrate neighborhood pedestrian access with city/pedestrian routes 0 
Activate areas to encourage renewal 0 
Decrease crime 0 
Insure walkability to all schools within a half mile radius (crosswalks and sidewalks) 0 
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Station 4: Comment Blog 
Post-it notes were available for people to write comments on and 
stick to a board. The Post-it notes helped to start a conversation chain 
about how to make Wichita a better place to walk. The comments 
were then collected and are summarized in a table below.  

Post-it Note Comments   Note: +1 indicates that another participant liked/agreed with the comment 
I like that there is planning & recognition of need.  I would like more forethought in the planning of new 
construction & impact on walk/bike ability (+1) 
Need an easier way to report on issues.  There are a number of smart phone apps that make this very 
easy (+1) 
It would be nice if I could feel more secure on major streets 
Need better security to prevent auto break ins at the parks 
I like walking in my neighborhood, College Hill.  I don’t like trying to cross Kellogg 
Plan “walk 1st” entertainment & shopping areas.  Like courtyards & semi-enclosed towne squares 
Plan car and bike parking spots that encourage short walks to destinations 
Need paths cleared after mowing & storms 
Plan all new construction to include safe, easy pedestrian use 
Update all older areas to encourage/allow safe pedestrian use 
Make pedestrian paths between downtown districts – Old Town, arena, block one, union 
Need wider safe sidewalk for bikes and walking 
Safe crossing for bikes & pedestrians 
In downtown, buildings often too close to road.  Decreasing visibility from the road.  Reducing safety for 
everyone. 
Provide more signage for pedestrians (and cyclists) 
I like the idea of walking being as viable as car driving 
Encourage major retailers (i.e. city ordinance!) to create safe pedestrian routes through/across parking 
lots.  Get me safely from sidewalk to store front! 
Create a ‘culture’ that embraces walking & cycling 
The school on Oliver between Central and 13th needs to be 20 mph in the morning and evening.  Not just 
when they are using the cross walk. 
Well lighted areas 
The maps are great.  It would be nice if they include bike routes and bus stop locations 
This is a tough walking city.  Downtown is weirdly inhospitable: Too many parking lots, not enough 
storefront retail, very large blocks 
Encourage/support removal of aerial, enclosed walkways downtown (i.e. from parking garages to 
buildings) so people have to walk on street 
If you want me to walk, get me out of the car 
Great idea!  Encouraging walking is something a world class city like Wichita should do! 
Won’t bike on any road posted higher than 30 MPH.  20 MPH my limit for walking 
Encourage local universities (Wichita State, Friends, Newman) to contract free bus transit for students 
around town.  Bus riding students = more pedestrians.  WMTA should start a Google transit account, it’s 
free! 
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Station 5: Pedestrian Facility 
Types 
Different kinds of pedestrian facilities 
were pictured and described in a 
series of boards. The facility types 
included were those that may be 
recommended in the plan.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

Station 6: Street-Mix Street Design 
Participants could use this on-line tool to play with the placement 
and width of different street elements such as sidewalks, bike lanes 
and travel lanes to build an ideal street cross section. Photos were 
taken of the participant with their street cross-section.  
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Station 7: Comment Forms 

 

Comments received via comment forms 
Install sidewalk on the south side of Douglas, from Oliver to Woodlawn.  Currently no sidewalks on 
either side of Douglas from Oliver to Woodlawn.  These neighborhoods are full of senior citizens. 
Many years ago I was walking west on Douglas east of Grove.  As I walked through the street 1 block E of 
Grove, on the north side, a young driver – talking on his cell phone and speeding – almost ran over me in 
the crosswalk, as he turned into the street east of Grove.  I kept walking the next block.  However, when 
I got to the corner, I looked up to see the traffic light to see if was to cross the intersection at Grove & 
Douglas, still waking west.  At that exact time my foot landed in a slot in the sidewalk.  I was very stuck 
and toppled like a cut tree.  All I could say is, oh my God I’m breaking my leg.  I bounced on the concrete 
very hard.  My head hit hard.  My body body slammed.  But my foot popped out.  But I could not get up.  
I was hurt.  A driver stopped her car, & stopped to help me.  She drove me to get help & offered to be a 
witness.  I had a concussion on my head, a swollen knee, and a broken arm, which went in a cast.  Years 
later, in my now car, I drove by the corner to look at it.  The same wedge between the new concrete & 
the old concrete is still there.  Someone else could get their heel sucked down into the same crack/hole 
in the concrete.  I hope someone responsible fills it soon. 
It is great that the city has developed a process whereby so many people can have input into this very 
important feature that impacts the quality of life and health of our community. 
I thought the open house was well run.  I liked the fact that it was interactive.  The Sierra Club is 
supportive of making biking and walking more safe and convenient.  I like many of the ideas presented. 
We should encourage builders to build within.  Urban sprawl can never grow a community.  When you 
have communities within your city connected to your downtown by light rail & transit then your city can 
thrive.  These can all connect with bike paths & walkable areas. 
I appreciate the work of this planning team.  Thank you for your intentional efforts to engage the 
community.  Your work is government at its best.  How do we engage residents who are under 40 and 
not white?  Build your own street looks like a fun school focused activity. 
Great informative meeting.  Well organized & many ways to add input.  Thank you! 
Walking, in a city, is chiefly driven by city government & its land use management and infrastructure 
development.  Wichita has historically, statistically, had one of the lowest population densities, and 
highest per-capita auto use, in the U.S. – interlocking factors driven by very poor urban planning & city 
leaders preoccupied with the land development & sprawl industry.  Consequently, Wichita has 
repeatedly been cited in studies as among the nation’s top cities in obesity. 
Love most of the ideas presented!  Only thing I am not a fan of is the “bulb out” extensions at 
crosswalks.  Thanks! 
I have a lot of experience walking around in Wichita, and I feel that the thing that needs the change.  
The greatest problem to me seems to be inattentive drivers, particularly at right turns and by not 
stopping before the sidewalks at intersections.  When they leave parking lots is also problematic.  I don’t 
know what can be done about this.  I think they know that they are supposed to stop, but I just can’t 
jump fast enough to get out of their way.  I would suggest people who do this lose their license for a 
time and be forced to interact like a pedestrian, but I don’t know if that would make enough difference.  
This is a daily occurrence for me. 
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Presentation 
A brief presentation occurred during the mid-point of 
the open house. The presentation content included 
planning team introductions, an over view of the project 
and project schedule, description of project tasks, a 
discussion of pedestrian safety design treatments and 
the next steps in the planning process.  The presentation 
slides are below.   
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Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan – Public Open House #2 Report 
 

The second open house for the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan was held on May 6th, 2014 from 4:30 to 
6:30 at Wichita City Hall. There were 46 participants in attendance. Members of the Steering 
Committee, Technical Advisory Committee, City staff, and the consultant team staffed the event. The 
meeting provided Wichita residents with a series of stations highlighting the plan progress and draft 
content. The project team received good feedback on the draft materials including written comments 
and votes for preferences.  

Open House Stations 
 

Sign-in Table 
Participants were asked to provide their name and email address both to track the number of 
participants and to disperse project information to those interested. Comment cards were also available 
for participants to provide written comments on walking related issues.  

 

Station 1:  Plan Overview and Schedule 
Two boards presented the project schedule and next 
steps for the plan process. They also described 
reasons why there is a pedestrian planning process, 
who is involved in developing a plan and information 
on how to stay updated and involved in the rest of 
the process.  

Station 2: Neighborhood Typologies 
Boards describing each of the five neighborhood typologies 
(different ways that streets are organized per area), based on the 
growth of the city over time, were presented: 

• Downtown Grid (1870-1909) 
• Residential Grid (1910-1944) 
• Grid and Curvilinear (1945-1960) 
• Higher Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs (1961-

1980) 
• Low Density Curvilinear with Cul-de-Sacs (1981-present) 
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Each board included a graphic depicting the 
typical street layout, the typical challenges to 
pedestrians, and applicable design treatments for 
each neighborhood type. An overview board 
provided a map of Wichita with color coding for 
each of the five typologies.  

Station 3: Design Treatments 
All 30 of the design treatments were presented to the 
public. Each treatment provided a description, the 
benefits, design considerations a photo and graphic of 
each treatment. Meeting participants were 
encouraged to provide written feedback on the treatments by writing their comments on post-it notes 
and sticking them to the treatment. The following comments were received: 

Design Template Comment 
Sidewalk Zone Thanks for the beautiful fence on 13th St along McDonalds golf 

course! 13th St near the McDonald golf course need to be 
cleared of Westar Eclectic post in the MIDDLE  of ped walk. We 
love the street improvement 

Crosswalks Should keep crosswalk paint visible e.g. Riverside traffic circles. 

Crossing Islands The medians and sidewalks on Hillside near WSU are great 
during sports events. High visibility markings anywhere 
between Hillside and 21st to 17th are needed for safe pedestrian 
crossing to large WSU events.  

Mid-block Crossing Keeper of the Plains needs mid-block crossings 

 Mid-block crossing needed in old town at train station (across 
Douglas) 

Connector Trails Neighborhood to schools, stores, and other amenities are 
important we need ways in and out of developments without 
cars.  

Transit Stop Location This is NOT an official location BUT the bus stops there: Transit 
stop immediately west of the stop light at 17th and Hillside 
creates a hazard because of exiting traffic from McDonald and 
west bound traffic on 17th immediately crossing Hillside. 

Transit Stop Design Will there be a transit location at the remodeled OLD Dunbar 
Ctr in 67214 area 

Lane Diet / Road Diet Sidewalk s would reduce the need for many of these solutions 
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Station 4: Transit Planning 
Wichita transit staffed a table at the open house and provided 
information about new transit routes, new bus vehicles, and 
the redesigned transit route brochures.  

Station 5: Safety Corridors 
The safety corridors: Broadway, Douglas and Central Avenues 
were presented in a map along with the high crash, high 
priority mile segments for each corridor.  

Station 6: Vision, Goals & Strategies 
Participants could review the vision, goals and 
strategies of the plan. An introductory board 
explained the relationship between them. The 
strategies were the bulk of the board content 
which were presented with the accompanying 
rational as to why that strategy was important to 
the plan.  

 

 

Station 7: Performance Measures, Cost 
and Funding. 
Participants were encouraged to vote with 
stickers on two of the three performance 
measures: 

Performance Measure 1: How much would 
you like to see walking increase in Wichita? 
With walking in Wichita currently  at 1.3% for 
trips to work, the majority of meeting 
participants who voted, voted to increase 
walking by between 4.6 and 8.6 percent or, 
roughly that between the amount of walking 
currently happening in Denver and Seattle.  

Performance Measure 2: To Reduce 
pedestrian crashes. The performance measure 
has not yet been determined with a specific 
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measure pending further Technical Advisory Board and Citizen Steering Committee meetings. Open 
house participants were invited to review a list of the number of pedestrian fatalities and injuries from 
2000 to 2010, numbers that will serve as base-line information for the pending performance measure.  

Performance Measure 3: Increase by 60% the percentage of survey respondents rating the ease of 
walking in Wichita as “excellent or good” in the National Citizen Survey. The number of Wichita citizens 
who respond to the National Citizen Survey as Wichita being an excellent or good for walking range 
between 45 and 50 percent.   

The following comments were submitted for the Performance Measures boards: 

 

A board on cost and funding presented 
the costs of facilities types to give meeting 
participants a sense of how much, for 
example, installation of a sidewalk or 
street light costs. In addition, an 
explanation of the funding sources 
through federal, regional and local options 
was presented. 

 

  

Performance 
Measures 

 Comments 

Performance 
measure 1 

 We are making a positive start! However, we have a long ways to go 

Performance 
measure 3 

Downtown/Riverside/Museum Park development and family (couple) use 
have increased both the use and I think safety of the areas. Thank you 

Performance 
measure 3 

Connection of bikes and ped paths. I look forward to the completion of the 
Rosebud path for both pedestrians and bikes. Need safety lighting and police 
safety boxes along this trail please.  

Performance 
measure 3 

Continue downtown walking improvements consider median development for 
walkers 
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Station 8: Comment Blog 
Similar to the first Open House, post-it notes were available for 
people to write comments on and stick to a board. The Post-it notes 
helped to start a conversation chain about how to make Wichita a 
better place to walk. The comments were then collected and are 
summarized in the following table.  

 Comments Blog 
Make crosswalks safe for us 'Baby Boomers' 
Better signage for multiuse paths 
Sidewalk and bike paths and buffer/amenity zones: often overlapping but not the same thing: we need 
to find where the riders are and give them the right KIND of space.  

Sidewalk on Douglas between Oliver and Edgemoor 
Maintenance of sidewalks (from roots, etc.) is at least as important as making sure they're there! 
(strategy 7) 
Sidewalks! 
CONNECTION: sidewalks to neighborhoods! 
Thanks for "post-its" to provide comments as we causally walk and read. We are getting there. 

 

Comment Cards 
Comment cards were also available for participants to provide written comments on walking related 
issues.  The cards provided space to answer the specific question – Please tell us why walking is 
important to you, as wells as general comments.  The transcribed comment cards follow. 
 

Please tell us why walking is important to you General Comments 

For better health, recreation and mobility This is a good beginning 
I enjoy active transportation and would love to 
be able to walk more. I've enjoyed exploring 
Wichita by bike and on foot 

I utilize the bike racks on the buses and often 
walk for transportation and fitness/pleasure. It is 
sad to see a lack of sidewalks around schools and 
senior centers. 
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Please tell us why walking is important to you General Comments 

health, exercise, transportation, safety There is no sidewalk either side of Ridge Rd 
between 29th and 37th. Is there one planned? If 
not, can there be? Great sidewalk access on 29th 
and 37th to Maize (east-west) but N-S sidewalks 
on Ridge and Tyler and needed between 29th 
and 37th for all the right reasons. You can not 
safely walk on the shoulders when you get close 
to 29th or 37th on Ridge. Thank our for your 
consideration and I look forward to your reply.  

I walk for exercise, fresh air, save gas and 
because my dogs love to walk  

I live by Sheridan and St Louis and sidewalks are 
not existent so walking to neighborhood stores 
or walking my dogs requires me to walk on the 
road. Some vehicle drivers are not courteous and 
I have even had some try and get as close as 
possible, making walking unsafe. We need 
sidewalks all over this city to allow anyone who 
wants to walk a safe way to do so.  

Physical health/air quality/medical insurance 
and long term care benefit, socializing, safety.  

I walk and/or ride my bike in the middle of the 
street at night in residential neighborhoods 
because it is safer from possible attacks from 
dogs/people (no bushes or parked cars to hide 
behind on dimly lit streets). Will need to re-
education drivers to give priority to walkers and 
watch for bicycles.  

I  prefer it to driving  
Walk all over town. Walked here today.  Add sidewalks on Douglas - Oliver to Edgemoor. 

Add sidewalk on Edgemoor Douglas to Central.  
 Sidewalk needed on Ridge Road between 29th 

and 37th 
I want my kids to be able to walk and bike to 
school and to their friends and grandparents 
house 

Sidewalk needed on Ridge Road between 29th 
and 37th PLEASE! 
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Please tell us why walking is important to you General Comments 

Right now my vehicles are not working so 
walking is a necessity. Especially is my need to 
go to the store. Fortunately the store is close. I 
also like getting out to walk my dog and enjoy 
the neighborhood.  

It looks like the committee has done a lot of 
work. I feel that development should stop 
developing cul-de-sacs. Not only does it make it 
harder to walk, but also develops more pollution 
from vehicles traveling from one cul-de-sac to 
another. On the recommendations on the walls, I 
am really delighted with the frontage, walkway 
and buffer zones of the sidewalk. It seems to me 
that now if a business puts plants or decorations 
out, it impedes the flow of traffic. I do believe 
that streets and crosswalks need to be 
illuminated. There is school crosswalk near 
College Hill school where the LED lights are 
blinding maybe have a street light in the area 
might help. It seems to me that the handicap 
ramps continue to need work. I am not a fan of 
the bumpy bricks used in some of them. I don't 
like the idea back-in angle parking. It seems that 
could be a lot of trouble. I support all of your 
recommendation. I feel that #9 will be difficult to 
implement. This is the recommendation to get 
kids to walk to school. I think that there is too 
much fear especially by adults. I do wish that we 
could be progressive on the bus system. This 
spoke wheel system is inductive to getting 
people to use the bus. Good job everyone! 

I started running 50 years ago, but now I just 
walk (try to get out 4-5 times every week. It's 
important for both mind and body. 

I have an issue with the proposed road plan for 
widening Woodlawn from 37th St N to 45th S. N. 
As I understand, it will be changed from 2 lanes, 
with shoulders to 5 lanes, curb and gutter. This 
would seem to mean that we will lose the 
shoulders that are presently used by walkers, 
families, kids on bikes, adult bikers etc. This 
would be a big loss for the pedestrian/biker 
walkability to the numerous commercial/retail 
stores near 37th and Woodlawn. In my opinion 
this transportation route is heavily used by Bel 
Aire citizens, who incidentally have no other 
retail opportunities in the community. I think this 
road widening is slated for 2020.  
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Please tell us why walking is important to you General Comments 

Easy way to get regular exercise. Just go out 
the door! 

Too much info on possible solution to absorb. 
Strategies look good - implementation will be 
problematic due to funding constraints. Include 
sidewalk in all NEW developments. More 
connections are needed. Glad city has developed 
committees and plans for pedestrian access. 
Many areas with 4 lane streets could go to road 
diet to make room for bike paths, sidewalks or 
multipurpose paths 

Everyone is a pedestrian! Walking is important 
for public health and environmental well 
being. 

 

Best form of exercise. Neighborhood feeling. 
Keeping up with home and landscape design. 

 

Exercise/Healthy Well planned 
Great way to live a healthy lifestyle. Great 
mode of transportation. Good way to stay 
connected to your community and 
neighborhood. 

 

 

Station Boards 
The following boards were displayed at the open house.  

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   49 

330



Station 1:  Plan Overview and Schedule
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Station 2: Neighborhood Typologies
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Station 5: Safety Corridors 
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Station 6: Vision, Goals & Strategies 
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Station 7: Performance Measures, Cost and Funding 
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Station 8: Comment Blog 
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Community Online Mapping Report
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Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan Survey Report with Comments 

Total Responses: 173 

 

1. Do you walk in Wichita along city streets and/or bike paths? 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Yes 159 92.4% 
No 13 7.6% 

 

Statistics 
Total Responses 172 
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2. How many of your walking trips also include taking the bus? Select the 
answer that best represents the proportion of trips that involve both 
walking and taking the bus. 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
All 0 0.0% 

More than half 2 1.2% 
About half 3 1.7% 

Less than half 15 8.7% 
None 152 88.4% 

 

Statistics 
Total Responses 172 
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3. Please rate the ease of walking in Wichita. 
 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Excellent  5 2.9% 

Good 37 21.5% 
Fair 96 55.8% 
Poor 33 19.2% 

Don't know 1 0.6% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 172 

 

  

The image cannot be displayed. Your computer may not have enough memory to open the image, or the image may have been corrupted. Restart your computer, and then open the file again. If the red x still appears, you may have to delete the image and then insert it again.

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   74 

355



4. How often do you walk for each of the following purposes: 
 

  Daily More than 
once each 

week 

Once a 
week 

Once or 
twice a 
month 

I don’t make 
this kind of 

trip 

Responses 

I walk between home 
and work 

4.6% 
7 

3.3% 
5 

2.6% 
4 

6.6% 
10 

82.8% 
125 

151 

I walk between home 
and school 

1.3% 
2 

2.0% 
3 

0.7% 
1 

2.6% 
4 

93.4% 
142 

152 

I walk to get to and from 
the bus stop 

1.3% 
2 

2.0% 
3 

0.7% 
1 

9.3% 
14 

86.8% 
131 

151 

I walk to my car 68.9% 
111 

11.2% 
18 

2.5% 
4 

2.5% 
4 

14.9% 
24 

161 

I walk for leisure 24.1% 
40 

39.8% 
66 

11.4% 
19 

16.9% 
28 

7.8% 
13 

166 

I walk to go shopping, 
run errands or 
entertainment 

8.8% 
14 

18.2% 
29 

11.3% 
18 

24.5% 
39 

37.1% 
59 

159 

I walk for exercise or 
personal fitness 

31.4% 
53 

39.1% 
66 

13.6% 
23 

10.1% 
17 

5.9% 
10 

169 

I walk to see 
friends/family 

8.4% 
13 

13.6% 
21 

9.1% 
14 

22.7% 
35 

46.1% 
71 

154 

Other (please specify in 
comment box): 

8.1% 
7 

10.5% 
9 

4.7% 
4 

2.3% 
2 

74.4% 
64 

86 
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Comments 
 Count Response 

1 I chase my kids around the house  
1 I combine walking with bicycling to or from work most days each week.  
1 I ride my bicycle for transportation most of the time .. I don't use the MTA buses 
1 I run 
1 I run about every other day anywhere from 3-6 miles. 
1 I try to visit several merchants in the Delano Shopping area each week.  
1 I use a cane 
1 I walk between church and home.  
1 I walk between work and lunch, go grab a meal at a nearby restaurant.  
1 I walk during Final Fridays downtown, to restaurants, galleries & shops.  
1 I walk each weekday with a friend. Some days it is my only socialization! 
1 I walk on the YMCA track. 
1 I walk the dog 
1 I walk to church once a week. 
1 I work downtown, so I walk to lunch a lot or walk to meetings at other locations downtown. 
1 I would do more of this if Wichita had the infrastructure to support it.  
1 I would gladly walk to shop or run errands but my area is not multi-use like that. 
1 I would like to take the bus more, but the system layout and timetable don't serve my needs. 
1 Walk the dog. 
1 Walk to events in the city: art openings, concerts, etc. 
1 dog walking 
1 i walk the dog twice a day. 
1 unable to walk, but if I could I sure would........ 
1 walk at work one to two miles a day 
1 walk to play basketball at the YMCA 
1 Public transportation including creating an environment that is conducive to walking is sorely needed here in 

Wichita. 
1 ** It should be said that if the bus system in Wichita was more reliable and efficient, I would gladly walk to and 

from the bus stop. 
1 i would walk or ride my bike from home to shop or visit or maybe to work but we have no sidewalks or bike lanes 

from my home and it's too dangerous 
1 I live in Riverside, so this is easy to do. Before, when I lived out at 147th and E Kellogg I couldn't walk anywhere 

but the neighbors' houses. 
1 Once a week, I walk to the local donut shop. I don't walk much on the bike paths, but I bike a lot on them, as well 

as on the city streets. I also walk to various starting points when I run outside, which is usually once a week. 
1 This is THE most unfriendly-to-pedestrians city which I have ever lived in! You just TRY getting safely from a 

sidewalk to a store entrance in Wichita! 
1 I live in an area where there is no park for children within walking distance *unless* (and this is what everyone in 

the neighborhood with kids or a dog does) we cut through an empty lot to a path where the old RR tracks used 
to be (near 17th street between rock and woodlawn) and then you have to find the part of the fence that is 
*broken* (just big enough for one person to walk through) which takes us to the park/middle school. It's too bad 
my pleas for a neighborhood park are falling on deaf ears, I have sent out so many emails! This vacant lot 
doesn't get mowed often and the kids all walk home from school this way, it would be so nice to have a little park 
and a real path to get to the RR path and middle school/huge park near us. If we were to walk the way we are 
supposed to it takes 50 minutes to walk down Rock Rd and up 13th and much more dangerous for kids to walk 
up a busy street...the shortcut takes 5 minutes from my house. I really hope someone can email me back about 
this...if the city could purchase that vacant lot, it would be so nice for our neighborhood! violinjudy@gmail.com 

1 I walk everywhere because I don't have a car and don't need a bus (usually) and I hate the taxi companies in 
this town because they hate the customers. 
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5. What do you like best about walking in Wichita? Select all that apply. 
 

Value Count Percent 
There are many sidewalks and paths that lead to my favorite destinations 40 25.8% 
The conditions of the sidewalks are generally good 74 47.7% 
The sidewalks and paths are nice places to be 43 27.7% 
Walking is safe 42 27.1% 
Intersections are easy to cross 37 23.9% 
Drivers are respectful of pedestrians 24 15.5% 
Other (please specify): 33 21.3% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 155 

 

Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other (please specify):" Count 
Left Blank 142 

 1 
Being outside - you can't just jump off when you get tired - you have to make it back home. 1 
Fitness 1 
Good exercise, and it's pleasant to enjoy the out of doors. 1 
I like walking at WSU 1 
I walk outside if I do not have time to go to the YMCA 1 
It's pretty flat 1 
No of these in Wichita 1 
None of the above 1 
None of these apply 1 
None of these options apply to Wichita 1 
Nothing 1 
River paths are nice 1 
The few sidewalks in my area are nice condition, not enough though 1 

The image cannot be displayed. Your computer may not have enough memory to open the image, or the image may have been corrupted. Restart your computer, and then open the file again. If the red x still appears, you may have to delete the image and then insert it again.
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Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other (please specify):" Count 
The grocery store is close. The sidewalks are usually horrid--when there ARE sidewalks. 1 
The river path is my favorite about Wichita 1 
WALKING FOR THE JOY OF WALKING 1 
Walking is healthful 1 
Walking is healthier for me and for the environment. 1 
accessible crosswalks 1 
attractive streets, parks and neighborhoods 1 
good exercise 1 
need to enforce j-walking laws........ 1 
none of the above 1 
none of the above  1 
none of these are true. 1 
nope 1 
I love the paths of the east half of the city, tho' some areas need attention, BUT the paths don't really lead 
to anywhere, do they? It's just a nice way to get a 30-40 -mile bike ride for exercise. And some of those 
areas, I certainly wouldn't want to be WALKING after dusk. Many bike path intersections are NOT easy to 
cross, especially during rush hours. 

1 

Yeah, right on the sidewalks being in good shape and the drivers being respectful. Pa-lease! As if! But I 
haven't been killed yet so there's that. 

1 

Buildings provide shade in downtown. Suburban neighborhoods nice. i.e. Riverside with few sidewalks and 
outlying development with planned walks. 

1 

I said I don't walk and all of these questions ask about walking. This is a poor survey. I should skip to why I 
don't walk. 

1 
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6. What makes walking in Wichita difficult or unpleasant for you? Please 
select up to 4 factors from the list in order of importance (1 being most 
important). 
 

  Choice 
#1 

Choice 
#2 

Choice 
#3 

Choice 
#4 

Responses 

Long distances between my destinations 
(work, school, parks, shopping, etc.) 

52.9% 
37 

20.0% 
14 

12.9% 
9 

14.3% 
10 

70 

Drivers not stopping for pedestrians in 
crosswalks 

33.3% 
14 

23.8% 
10 

23.8% 
10 

19.0% 
8 

42 

Drivers running red lights 23.1% 
6 

19.2% 
5 

23.1% 
6 

34.6% 
9 

26 

Sidewalk gaps or no sidewalks 37.5% 
33 

27.3% 
24 

19.3% 
17 

15.9% 
14 

88 

Sidewalk only on one side of the street 18.4% 
7 

34.2% 
13 

28.9% 
11 

18.4% 
7 

38 

Sidewalk are in disrepair or blocked by 
plants, debris, sign posts, light posts, etc. 

29.7% 
19 

25.0% 
16 

26.6% 
17 

18.8% 
12 

64 

Lack of signage or other information that 
tells me where I am or where I am going 

11.5% 
3 

19.2% 
5 

30.8% 
8 

38.5% 
10 

26 

Fast vehicle speeds 21.7% 
5 

8.7% 
2 

30.4% 
7 

39.1% 
9 

23 

I have mobility limitations (poor health, use 
of wheelchair or other walking aid) 

15.4% 
2 

0.0% 
0 

7.7% 
1 

76.9% 
10 

13 
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Lack of facilities for people with disabilities (such as curb 
ramps) 

10.5% 
2 

15.8% 
3 

21.1% 
4 

52.6% 
10 

19 

Crossing the street at intersections with no traffic signals or 
pedestrian signals 

16.0% 
4 

40.0% 
10 

16.0% 
4 

28.0% 
7 

25 

Sidewalk is too close to the road 13.3% 
4 

13.3% 
4 

33.3% 
10 

40.0% 
12 

30 

Poor walking connections to parks or trails 22.4% 
11 

28.6% 
14 

24.5% 
12 

24.5% 
12 

49 

Lack of direct connections to my destinations (work, school, 
parks, shopping, etc.) 

31.1% 
14 

22.2% 
10 

24.4% 
11 

22.2% 
10 

45 

Inconvenient street crossings 4.5% 
1 

22.7% 
5 

31.8% 
7 

40.9% 
9 

22 

Motorists don’t yield to pedestrians 32.8% 
19 

32.8% 
19 

19.0% 
11 

15.5% 
9 

58 

No street lighting or dim street lighting 21.6% 
8 

27.0% 
10 

16.2% 
6 

35.1% 
13 

37 

Crossing wide intersections without enough time to get to the 
other side 

25.7% 
9 

20.0% 
7 

34.3% 
12 

20.0% 
7 

35 

Unattractive/unappealing streets (no trees, large parking lots 
along sidewalks, buildings) 

32.5% 
13 

17.5% 
7 

17.5% 
7 

32.5% 
13 

40 

I like to drive 26.7% 
4 

13.3% 
2 

20.0% 
3 

40.0% 
6 

15 

Driving is easy 41.4% 
12 

20.7% 
6 

13.8% 
4 

24.1% 
7 

29 

I feel safer driving 20.0% 
5 

28.0% 
7 

20.0% 
5 

32.0% 
8 

25 

I worry about my personal security 20.0% 
9 

24.4% 
11 

28.9% 
13 

26.7% 
12 

45 

I don’t find anything difficult or unpleasant about walking in 
Wichita 

35.7% 
5 

35.7% 
5 

14.3% 
2 

14.3% 
2 

14 

I don’t feel safe from crime while walking 31.4% 
11 

17.1% 
6 

25.7% 
9 

25.7% 
9 

35 

Other (please specify in comment box): 23.1% 
3 

15.4% 
2 

7.7% 
1 

53.8% 
7 

13 

 

Comments 
 

 Count Response 
1 Bicyclists on sidewalks traveling too fast 
1 I always carry a firearm for protection because your never safe anywhere. 
1 May streets don't have any sidewalks or walking paths at all 
1 Need to enforce cars stopping before the crosswalks and intersections. 
1 No sidewalks near my home!!! Have to walk in the street!!! 
1 Painting wide, clear crosswalk stripes at major intersections would make me feel safer. 
1 Plant more trees!!! 
1 Question 8 isn't working right. 
1 The city simply isn't designed for walking. 
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1 I am female and sometimes when I am walking minding my own business I get unwanted attention from 
males - panhandler, wanting to know what time it is and other things that seem fishy or if they were 
legitimate, why don't they approach another man instead of a woman about?! 

1 I like to walk early in the morning (5:00 -6:00 A.M.) When walking alone, it is somewhat unsettling with the 
amount of robberies and assaults taking place. 

1 The sidewalks on Douglas need to be extended east of Oliver to make walking more pleasant for me and 
my family. 

1 LOL. Too many choices, hard to pick just 4. I live in Bel Aire, the whole town is one big sidewalk gap. 
1 People let their bushes grow over the sidewalks so you are forced to walk in the grass or street. Also my 

third reply would be that in many places there are no sidewalks. 
1 Our weekday walks are on a golf course--that is, since there are few sidewalks, we'd otherwise be walking 

IN the streets.  
1 Dogs not on a leash; owners letting dogs run loose when their close by; invisible fences, which may or may 

not be on; stray dogs. 
1 We need LOTS of signs along our multi use paths .. we have 40 miles of paths but the public is unaware of 

them :( 
1 It is especially difficult to cross the major roads crossing the 17th St corridor, sidewalk or not... 
1 For the cost of improving one street in Wichita, I feel like we could get far more done to provide signs for 

walking paths, plant trees along them, and add missing lights and benches.  
1 I enjoy walking in my area of Wichita (NW). The most unpleasant thing about it is that drivers are 

sometimes totally unaware of pedestrians--they don't consider that there might be a pedestrian in a 
crosswalk, or they are downright disrespectful to pedestrians--they see me but turn in front of my anyway. 
So sad! Sometimes individual stretches of sidewalk are dangerous due to homeowner neglect but not 
generally. 

1 Sometimes, tree limbs are hanging down too low over the sidewalk, and sprinklers keep water standing in 
low spots. 

1 I work downtown. I would like to walk for lunch, there is a lack of food options and too many homeless 
people. Most are fine but some are off their medication and can be dangerous. 

1 I would like to walk more downtown but don't feel safe due to all of the people who loiter. I do feel safe in 
my neighborhood.  

1 It's the distance and time necessary for walking to shopping and work that kill it as a viable option. Biking 
possible rarely. HOA parks in developments are nice to walk to. NEED safer cross lot walking in 
commercial areas to promote walking in shopping areas. Refuge isle would be nice on wide suburban 
intersections. 

1 I am a 25 year old female, only 5'2". I have been harassed walking in several different areas of Wichita. I 
don't have anyone to walk with, I'm introverted, and parks are often really busy or kind of scary. I went to 
Cypress Park by Fire Station 9/Police Station, I had not been there in a long time apparently. The trail I 
remember was gone. The equipment was in ruins. It was kind of sad. If I was rich I would donate my money 
to making Wichita a safe and healthy place to live. Fingers crossed, I will be rich one day.  

1 Drivers are inattentive to pedestrians. Very little shade during hot months along sidewalks. Everything is 
spread out in the city, so walking to destinations is mostly unfeasible. 

1 Need sidewalks on ridge between 37th N and 21st street. Need extension sidewalk on Tyler and 37th N 
street in front of Maize South.  

1 i walk daily while in town during lunch or breaks from work. as i've mentioned before, my neighborhood has 
no sidwalks or bike paths, so my answers will reflect my walking during the work days breaks. 
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7. Do you feel safe walking in Wichita? 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Very safe  14 8.1% 

Safe 69 40.1% 
Somewhat safe 82 47.7% 
Not safe at all 7 4.1% 

 

Statistics 
Total Responses 172 

 
  

The image cannot be displayed. Your computer may not have enough memory to open the image, or the image may have been corrupted. Restart your computer, and then open the file again. If the red x still appears, you may have to delete the image and then insert it again.

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   82 

363



8. What would improve walking in Wichita? Please select your top 3 
choices. 
 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
More visible crosswalks 17 13.6% 
Better pedestrian signals 4 3.2% 
Curb ramp on every corner where there are sidewalks 15 12.0% 
Wider sidewalks 20 16.0% 
Repair broken sidewalks 28 22.4% 
Better lighting 19 15.2% 
Sidewalks on at least on side of most streets 34 27.2% 
Better speed enforcement for motorists 10 8.0% 
Better maintenance to keep sidewalks free of plants and debris 4 3.2% 
Education motorists and police officers about pedestrians’ rights and the definition of a 
crosswalk 

18 14.4% 

Other 71 56.8% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 125 

 

Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other" Count 
Left Blank 103 

"Other" is the only choice. Safety 1 
Better bus service throughout Wichita with longer hours 1 
Better dog control 1 
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Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other" Count 
Better lighting and more, wide sidewalks.  1 
Better lite paths, more connections and destination signage 1 
Better sidewalks 1 
Clearing some brush from the river trails near McLean and sim park 1 
Connecting existing trails and building new ones  1 
Eliminate or slow bicycles if on sidewalk 1 
Fix cracked and shifted sidewalks 1 
I don't know 1 
I would like to see more lighting along the bike paths 1 
Making downtown safer and giving the homeless somewhere to go during the day. 1 
More attractive and better connections to destinations 1 
More bike/walk trails 1 
More coverage far west 1 
More good people out on foot and more police presence in parks.  1 
More lighting.  1 
More paths and connections to public areas.  1 
More ped/bike paths. 1 
More shaded sidewalks 1 
More sidewalks (thinking of Edgemoor Park area in particular); more driver awareness of walkers 1 
More sidewalks on the very far northwest side of town 1 
More sidewalks, and sidewalks in decent repair. 1 
More sidewalks, better lighting, and more things close to each other 1 
More signage making drivers aware of pedestrians 1 
More street lights- Emergency phones installed at increments on paths- better sidewalks 1 
Need sidewalks in neighborhoods. 1 
Overgrown trees. 1 
Redbud rail trail needs to be paved and maintained from Hillside to 127th St E 1 
Repair sidewalks, connect sidewalks on both sides of street!!!  1 
Repairs to broken sidewalks, and lighting. 1 
Sidewalks 1 
Stop encouraging sprawl. 1 
To have more, connected paths through all parts of Wichita.  1 
Trees, more paths 1 
Um...there's only one option? 1 
We need sidewalks 1 
Where are the choices? Sidewalk repair 1 
better street marking 1 
better walking paths and sidewalks 1 
didn't see choices on #8 1 
homeowners keeping bushes trimmed away from the sidewalks. 1 
lighting 1 
lights.  1 
more lights 1 
more sidewalks 4 
more sidewalks, better lightning, emergency phones 1 
safer places to walk like nice parks or walking paths 1 
see below 1 
sidewalks in older neighborhoods tend to be unusable to elderly and disabled. 1 
sidewalks or "complete streets" 1 
walking trails 1 
Public awareness campaigns that it is not gentlemanly for men to bother women on the street; increased 
police patrols 

1 

Improve the Trails and Paths in Wichita. We need to look at cities like Oklahoma City and their 
improvements they've made to connecting the city and suburbs through trails and paths 

1 

an overall atmosphere that supported walking - even in terms of outdoor shopping and business with 
outdoor patios. Both of these encourage foot traffic which statistically has shown to improve crime rates (ex. 

1 
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Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other" Count 
more people out walking = more likely to be seen if you try to commit a crime) 
better cross walk timing, statues regarding pedestrian crossing fines for motorists who do not stop, better 
signage for walkers on pathways 

1 

Make a distinction between older neighborhoods with maintenance and design issues of walks and 
planning of newer developments to be walking friendly. Plan from there. 

1 

This question says pick top 3 choices and only gives an other box, what are the choices? Again - poor 
survey. 

1 

Better signs for walkers and drivers; markings on streets and sidewalks; public service announcements 1 
Trim the landscape for safety and access, repair sidewalks for safety and access. Not having sidewalks on 
my each side of the street is a barrier. 

1 

there are no choices in this category. creating more neighborhoods, i.e. Delano, Old Town, where there are 
complete destinations/resources. improve PedXing signage/street markings to alert drivers. dont know what 
can be done, but i would never walk downtown as a woman alone-safety. 

1 

drivers should be more courteous/attentive, better sidewalks, more public transportation to make longer 
distances reachable without a car 

1 

Having walkable sidewalks in all areas. Often when there's construction there is simply no way to get from 
one place to another on foot. 

1 

sidewalks not built right onto the street- i feel safer with a shoulder/grassy area between sidewalk and street 1 
I think better signage would be great, as well as more mileage or connections for paths and bike lanes on 
main roads to get to and from paths and parks. 

1 

Do not pile snow at the ends of sidewalks PLEASE! Also if it's in the budget buy a few of those little 
sidewalk snowplows. Buy a BUNCH! 

1 
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9. Do you have school age children and, if so, would you support programs 
to encourage them to walk to school? 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
No I don’t have school age children 134 79.3% 
I have school age children and support programs to encourage them to walk to school 30 17.8% 
I have school age children and do not support programs to encourage them to walk to school 5 3.0% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 169 
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10. What are the barriers to your child walking to school? 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Distance 28 43.8% 
Time 13 20.3% 
Amount of traffic 21 32.8% 
Driving convenience 4 6.3% 
Extracurricular actives 4 6.3% 
Lack of crossing guards 6 9.4% 
Lack of adults to walk with 13 20.3% 
Speed of traffic 17 26.6% 
Intersection safety 18 28.1% 
Crime 12 18.8% 
Weather 15 23.4% 
Walking conditions i.e. lack of sidewalks 18 28.1% 
Other 18 28.1% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 64 

 

Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other" Count 
Left Blank 155 
CHILDREN ARE NOT ENCOURAGED TO WALK TO SCHOOL 1 
I don't have school age children 1 
I would NEVER let my child walk to school. That is not safe anywhere.  1 
If I had children, I'd support encouraging programs, but again, more sidewalks as well 1 
N/A 2 
No Children 1 
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Open-Text Response Breakdown for "Other" Count 
No child. 1 
School Board seems determined to put all the schools in the middle of nowhere. 1 
concerns for the age of children  1 
no children 2 
no kids at home anymore 1 
no school age children 1 
young daughter no protection 1 
My kids walk to school every day, even in the winter, unless it is VERY cold, and have been walking to 
school ever since the school has allowed them to walk, They would have walked at a younger age, but the 
school wouldn't let them. Walking back and forth to school has taught my kids to be more self sufficient. My 
kids are at the top of their class in grades, attendance and sports, and I think a lot of their success comes 
from walking to school...  

1 

If we took all the money that we put into running and maintaining school buildings and put it into a fund to 
give every child Internet access at home (or small neighborhood computer rooms for those who either have 
no supervision at home or don't have the self control to study on their own) then it would be better. 
Teachers would be the only ones who had to go to a "school" (which would be actually a bunch of studios 
with a camera and multi-media tools) 

1 

I have a neighborhood of children that have to walk in the street to get to school from Seneca to Meridian 
on 45th st.so. 

1 
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11. What is your gender? 
 

 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Male 73 43.5% 

Female 95 56.6% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 168 
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12. What is your age by category? 

Value Count Percent 
0-14 0 0.0% 
15-24 8 4.8% 
25-49 94 56.0% 
50-64 57 33.9% 
65 and over 9 5.4% 
 

Statistics 
Total Responses 168 
Sum 5,905.0 
Avg. 35.1 
StdDev 14.1 
Max 65.0 
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13. Do you have a disability that affects the amount you walk or the route 
you take? 
 

 

 

Value Count Percent 
Yes 14 8.2% 
No 156 91.8% 

 

Statistics 
Total Responses 170 
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14. Zip code 

 Count Response 
1 55418 
2 67002 
1 67101 
1 67147 
1 67201 
12 67202 
17 67203 
4 67204 
12 67205 
11 67206 
5 67207 
9 67208 
4 67209 
1 67210 
2 67211 
15 67212 
4 67213 
5 67214 
1 67215 
4 67216 
4 67217 
22 67218 
2 67219 
7 67220 
1 67221 
6 67226 
5 67230 
10 67235 
1  67037 
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15. Would you like to receive City of Wichita updates and information 
related to walking and bicycling in Wichita? If yes, please provide your 
email address: 
 

Responses not included. 

16. Do you have additional comments on the planning process or walking 
in Wichita? 
 

 Count Response 
  

1 Glad this is getting done...there is plenty of room for major improvements 
1 Looking forward to improvements and the possibility of more bike paths 
1 More street lights and sidewalks I in northwest Wichita please. 37 and ridge 
1 Need a sidewalk on 37th between Woodlawn and Oliver. Then I could walk to Dillons, and would. 
1 No 
1 Plant more trees 
1 Please move everyone downtown, ban Wal-Mart, and burn the suburbs. Thank you. 
1 Q8 did not have any choices..............? 
1 Question 8 shows no choices.  
1 The commercial areas are too far away from the residential areas. 
1 Would love to see the master plan incorporated with other recreational activities, parks, etc. 
1 drivers generally don't care about pedestrians  
1 my pert peeve is people walking against lights and j-walking///// 
1 walking path needed from Pawnee to kellogg on east bank of river. 
1 This may be beyond the scope of this master plan, but I would really like to see recycling bins along the 

major walking trails/paths. 
1 The bike/walking paths that follow along the river are great. It can be difficult to get from the west side of 

135 to the east, there are two walking bridges that go over but have found it the most difficult part of 
traveling Wichita paths. 

1 I wish Wichita would take more pride in the aesthetics. It seems like they're trying to, but the public spaces 
get mowed rarely, no trees are planted for shade and appeal. Walking just highlights the "ugliness" of 
portions of the city.  

1 My area of town has many new sidewalks and bike paths in generally good shape. Thank you! Sometimes I 
don't feel safe at intersections and I feel that I have to be hyper vigilant at the intersections because of 
inattentive or rude motorists--I will always be on the losing end and so I stand way back from the curb while 
waiting and I make eye contact with each driver or I don't go! Sometimes, even with eye contact, they turn 
right in front of me when I have the crosswalk OK sign. More education of motorists and enforcement of 
existing laws would be appreciated. 

1 I read about the approval of paving the RR tracks to Woodlawn. Please stop! Barry C told me about the 
environmental concerns and pavement is the best option to address those, BUT there HAS to be another 
way. That trail all the way to Andover and beyond is like a little bit of country in the city. I can walk, run, bike 
on pavement anywhere, but at least this trail and Pawnee Prairie give a little reprieve from the traffic and 
noise. If you're gonna pave, then you MUST put lights at every intersection along that trail, or build elevated 
sidewalks. Keep the cement away, and pave sidewalks in the neighborhoods..... 

1 Question #8 is not working right. We need to have an education campaign for drivers to know where to 
stop. Many stop across the cross walk as its marked only by the bricks. Stop, look, proceed.  

1 Community walkability is a difficult planning topic for Wichita. Due to suburban sprawl it seems appropriate 
to plan for walking on a neighborhood basis versus long distance connections across the City. Make 
interconnections easy within neighborhoods. Require access from neighborhoods to street corner 
businesses. It is a tragedy that commercial development has been walled off from neighborhoods over the 
years as suburban sprawl progressed. Separation of most land uses makes sense, but having no access is 
the tragedy.  
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1 Better sidewalks, brighter lights and cops riding and patrolling in these. http://www.organictransit.com/ and 
tell them I recommended them so that maybe they will send me a free one! 

1 Walking in Wichita is often viewed as an activity that only people who don't have cars do. As a female 
walking in Wichita, I'd say that at least once per walking journey, a male in a car either yells comments at 
me or offers me a ride. Improving the walking paths and the consistency of the paths would make walking 
more "normal" and walkers less of a target for motorists. FWIW, the lack of sidewalks on Hillside from 
Central to WSU is a big problem. Pedestrians and bicyclists have to share one poorly maintained sidewalk, 
on only one side of the street.  

1 I like to walk at Sedgwick county park and Chisholm trail park because they are very well used which 
makes me feel safe. Those parks are a long way from where I live so I don't do this as often as I would like. 

1 One of the biggest barriers I face when walking (or biking) to and from work, school, and home is the 
intersection at McLean and Seneca. When crossing heading south from the west side of the bridge to the 
little triangle median to the cross walk, it is difficult to see cars that are turning west. They have a yield and 
a turning lane so they don't have to stop at the light; this makes it difficult to cross there especially because 
it is hard for me to see them and for them to see me. This is also due to the location of the crossing section 
on the curve. I'm excited to see this survey, though. I would love to see more Wichita residents walking, 
jogging, or biking!  

1 The think the Bike/Walk Master Plan is GREAT and look forward to many positive changes that will make 
walking and biking in Wichita accessible and safe. 

1 This city has such charming old neighborhoods and such wonderful street trees. We also have air pollution 
problems and enormous upkeep for the roads. We need to encourage everyone to walk, and it has to be 
convenient in order to get people to participate. And yanno what, come winter the snow plows need to NOT 
make it impossible to cross the streets. I wish every city official had to spend a week, just one week, without 
a car. Boy HOWDY I bet changes would happen fast. 

1 Drivers are the biggest problem for walkers. Lacking a crossing light, they typically ignore me unless I step 
out into the street. At the lights, they often run right through them.  

1 Many cities have made outdoor shopping areas very walkable. I miss that and wish Wichita had 
nicer/upscale shopping areas. Delano just doesn't cut it for me. And Bradley Fair is a serious joke. 

1 Most major cities have good public transportation such as buses or minivans throughout the metro area. 
Then, people walk to the bus stop knowing they will be able to get where they need to go without long waits 
and walk to their final destination. Once public transport is more timely and accessible, more people will 
walk instead of drive a car.  

1 I applaud the Mayor and City Council for funding this planning process. There are a host of good reasons 
for our citizens to get outside and walk or bike [community health, environmental health, obesity, etc, etc.]. 
Having good infrastructure will encourage citizens to get outside and attract new folks to our area. It has a 
definite, positive, economic, impact. Keep up the good work! 

1 We would really do more with more. I think the city's residents would support it with participation especially 
if the COW and local commercial developers supported the effort with local and neighborhood events, retail 
establishments and public spaces (parks, restrooms, shopping, trash cans, water fountains, gardens, 
places to gather, etc.). since Wichita weather only supports partial year involvement, it's crucial to have 
activities, events and organized encouragement to get people to use it and spread the word.  

1 I don't really have a good idea of how to find walking paths and how they might connect to bicycle paths.  
1 Connect all sidewalks to the downtown Veterans Park and make/mark additional crosswalks to that park. 

Disgusting that you cannot walk from City Hall to that Park with complete sidewalks and it crosses a lot of 
busy streets!!  

1 I love the pathways here but none of them connect together, if so there is no signage to direct you. I'm also 
very displeased with the lack of bike lanes here for such a progressive city. The bike lanes we do have are 
not maintained and cars park there regularly. What's the point in even having them? 

1 In my neighborhood, walking is easy and fun. I walk my dogs every evening, and yes, I pick up after them. 
1 I feel Wichita has great walking/bike paths for those who like to use them. As always, it is the individual who 

is responsible for their own safety, the Police cannot be everywhere and a lot could happen by the time 
Police arrive. 

1 Downtown is still pretty tricky: there's too many parking lots and not enough storefront retail. In general, 
there aren't enough people on the street. 

1 Although this is a walking survey, I bike more than I walk. I would like to see a system which encompasses 
the entire city of wichita. Not just hit and miss.  

1 The city is so spread out. At least making it easier to walk within the different sections of the city would be 
nice (east side, downtown, west side). 

1 A frightening number of Wichita vehicles at a stop light will continue past the white crosswalk stripe and 
stop on the crosswalk. Many vehicles continue to creep forward over the crosswalk while the light is red. 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   94 

375



This blinds the view of any traffic wishing to safely turn right on red, as well as endangers pedestrians by 
compromising situational awareness of all other intersection traffic. 

1 I rent so I have some flexibility in picking up and moving more easily. I definitely consider the outside 
environment - walking/running safely when considering a neighborhood, and not just the aesthetics of a 
home.  

1 Please add a sidewalk north of 29th on Ridge Road. This would connect 100's to Sedgwick County Park 
and Maize South Elementary, Middle School and High School. 

1 This survey should have been in two parts - walking in your neighborhood and walking in the area of work. I 
would have answered differently if I knew which you were asking about. I walk in my neighborhood and feel 
safe. I would like to walk around downtown at lunch and on breaks for exercise and fresh air and sunshine. 
I do not feel safe downtown even in the day. There are too many people just hanging out living on the 
corners who do not have access to medication. They ask for things as you walk by. This can be dangerous 
- if you even look the wrong way they start yelling at you.  

1 The sudden lack of sidewalks in areas places walkers in yards or in the street. Edgemoore South of Central 
is a prime example. Oliver South of 21. Woodlawn on the East side South of 16th. You have to be in good 
shape to cross street in the Pedestrian time. Woodlawn is a sprint and still the light changes. Right turn on 
red is dangerous for pedestrians.  

1 I LOVE the 17th st corridor UNPAVED. I can walk on hardtop anywhere, but the RR tracks feel like a nature 
trail (especially before the mowers got to it a few weeks ago-way overgrown!) and that I'm out in the 
country, if only for a mile before the next major road. I ask any/everyone I meet what they think, and they 
agree. I can't see that commuters or road cyclists or families out walking/biking would use the path to 
specifically get from one place to another without traffic lights. Can you imagine stopping traffic at Oliver, 
Woodlawn, and Rock, especially? And 13th and Roosevelt, UGH?! PLEASE don't pave anymore, but mow 
a little more often.  

1 dont forget that our area are taxpayers too and we would love to be linked into the bicycling/sidewalk 
network. 

1 I feel the more areas are encouraged to be inhabited by businesses/patrons, the better the area will be 
policed. Improves safety in walking/biking. Also, the west side has been ignored in terms of walkability, 
businesses being easy to access on foot. I have no sidewalks anywhere in my neighborhood, so must walk 
on the streets as traffic passes by. Not pleasant, so don't do it very often. 

1 Some paths have grass & weeds growing on and across them. Some need resurfaced. We need to take 
care of what we have also. 

1 There's often a lot of broken glass and trash where I'd prefer to walk. Most often when I'm walking I have 
my dog with me and it's a danger to her feet and health because she always wants to eat what others have 
dumped on the side of the road.  

1 My family uses the sidewalks and bike paths every day and feel pretty comfortable walking in Wichita. 
Drivers are not as respectful towards pedestrians as they are in the coastal cities, (such as San Diego, 
Seattle and San Francisco) but the drivers are much more respectful than Detroit, St. Louis and Dallas. 
With a little public awareness, I think that driver's attitudes could improve even more. I think that the focus 
should be on walking / biking paths between WSU and other areas of interest (Downtown) and extending 
walking/biking paths from Derby/Andover/Goddard to the walk/bike path network that already exists in 
Wichita. There are quite a few people that commute by bicycle to Wichita from smaller outlying communities 
and even more that use these paths for walking/jogging. The apps MapMyRun (jogging) and MapMyRide 
(bicycling) have popular routes that everyone takes around Wichita, and the committee should look at these 
to see where people go. Wichita has seen some hard times in the last decade, but the Pedestrian Master 
Plan and the Bicycle Master Plan has improved the quality of life in Wichita drastically, as it is a healthy 
activity that anyone can enjoy free of charge. I was riding downtown the other day and saw that someone 
had written "god bless the bike path" with sidewalk chalk on the path down by the river... I totally agree. 
Thanks for all your hard work. 

1 I appreciate Wichita making it more convenient and encouraging folks to walk or bike by building better 
sidewalks and bike paths. I also notice more people using them than in the past years, more people 
exercising which is great for Wichita! 

1 Again, I think there should be more done to make lone women not feel like we have a bulls-eye on us for 
weird, creepy men to approach us and bother us when all we'd like to do is mind our own business. I know 
it would probably cost way more than is practical, but surely I'm not the only woman who has had problems 
with not being left alone while walking in this city. 

1 I would like to see a connection between Sedgwick County Park and the Nature Center out East. Then later 
connect South Lakes Park to the above mentioned Parks. Better bike and walking paths in Downtown and 
then buy up the property south of Downtown (So. of Kellogg) and create a Sedgwick County style park in 
South Central Downtown. Sort of like a Central park in South Central Wichita where a person can go from 
Old Town to the Skate Park to a big Central Park south of Downtown for riding bikes, walking and jogging. 
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But if we could create a biking, running & walking triangle between the East Nature Center & South Lakes 
Park & Sedgwick Co. Oark - that would be cool. 

1 There are several sidewalks that are blocked from driver's view by privacy fence. Drivers can not see 
around the fence unless they pull thru the crosswalk. I have witnessed many people almost get hit between 
Greenwich and Rock Road off of Pawnee due to this issue. Is it going to take someone getting killed before 
this is looked into? 

1 Just got back from Nashville which is a beautiful city, but truly Wichita has them beat on walkability. Our 
bike paths and rails to trails sections are phenomenal! Keep up the work.  

1 This survey could have been better. The directions for Question 6 are not very clear. Question 8 asks for 
your top 3 choices, yet only provides one box to check.  

1 The city needs to get cars and bicycles to understand the principle of pedestrian right of way. I grew up in 
California and remember cars stopping until pedestrians were off of the roadway.  

 

Additional Public Comment Received 
Comments received from the Bike/Walk Wichita “petition of support” for the Pedestrian Master Plan 
Spring 2014 

Comments 
This is needed. 
We need to become more of a walking friendly community! 
Sidewalks needed on n. Ridge rd from 29th to 37th. Please connect me to maize south & sedg co park!  
Please add more sidewalks around Wichita! 
This place has potential. Give it the chance! 
Sidewalks & mixed-use planning is what Wichita needs! I love walking & riding my bike in ICT! 
Many foreign countries rely on walking and/or bicycling as their main modes of transportation. Americans 
suffer many problems from the inability to walk and ride more. Let's 'pave' the way for more people, our city, 
our communities, to be able to walk and ride. We'll all be better off as a result. Thank you. 
Connect up the already existing bike paths, and add some more! Repair the older paths, as well. Some are 
many decades old! More signage would help. 
As a physical education teacher for thirty-two years I definitely know the urgent need for all Kansans to be 
active. Even though I find most Kansans lazy and slothful, the opportunities should be there for those that 
choose to practice actively moving. Build more sidewalks, and actually pave some dirt streets. 
Great work! Yes, I agree!! 
This should also increase the number and quality of bike paths / lanes.   
Developing walkability is definitely the key to solve most of the society/neighborhood issues: health, criminal 
activities and safety, environment, ... 
I think this is vital for today's society.   
I support this plan!  :) 
I want to live in a walkable neighborhood.   
I only wish the rest of the city were as walkable as my neighborhood! If I didn't have to work I would never 
need to drive. Big money and environmental savings!! 
Walkability is a big part of why my husband and I chose where we now live. 
I support the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan because we need to  make Wichita an inviting City to live, work 
and play!  In order to do this we must improve connectivity to our neighborhoods and businesses.  In an 
economy such as ours, walking options would allow the viability of being mobile and staying connected not to 
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Comments 
mention the positive health affects walking provides us all. 
I support walking AND biking in the Wichita area! 
Even though I do not live in Wichita, I think this plan is a great idea that I can support.   
I live on the west side.  More and more folks of all ages are out walking or riding bikes along our public streets 
and sidewalks.  More middle school and high school kids walk in groups of 3-4, (not to do mischief, just to 
hang out) with friends, or ride their bikes to McCollum, Wilbur and Northwest schools. Elders are walking with 
a friend or pet, parents are pushing strollers as they jog/walk while their older children ride their small bikes 
along side. Some folks now sport backpacks and water bottles  wearing work clothes as they bike or wait for 
city bus transportation to work sites.  
 
What is particularly noticeable is that these people make eye contact with each other, smile, nod, sometimes 
speak to others they meet.  In short -  they CONNECT informally, and each of those connections makes my 
Westlink neighborhood that much stronger and more desireable to live in. Young families are flocking here to 
buy first/second homes as original residents pass on or move elsewhere. ALL WICHITANS  DESERVE THESE 
QUALITY, LIFE SUSTAINING EXPERIENCENCES.   
 
The time is right NOW!  USD 259 school curricula, the medical community, churches, Girl Scouts, Boy Scouts, 
private clubs, you name it, all are encouraging constituents to get out and WALK, RIDE A BIKE for fun, 
walk/ride a bike to work, meet and greet others that live on your streets, and in your neighborhood.  Its 
healthier in too many ways to list!   
 
These voices carry the same message.  Make some small changes in your lifestyle now. They will  bring about 
BIG, positive changes in the aggregate.  It’s a WIN-WIN from the bottom up.  
 
Local governments wield the most power (both politically and economically) to respond  most efficiently and 
effectively as they grow stable, well-balanced, healthy communities for constituents.  Mr. Layton and his city-
planning team, I believe, understand and support concepts that motivate Wichitans to THRIVE, not merely 
survive. 
 
Supporting this walking/biking piece in the City Transportation Plan is a no brainer: they know it and our City 
Council members do too in their-heart-of-hearts.  Big money interests and narrow ideologies simply cannot 
whitewash this one away. Its an easy equation. They make more money when workers are healthier and tax 
bases reduced. Monies that aren't diverted to propping up sick, alienated neighborhoods will used to build 
stronger businesses and infrastructure.  TA-DAAA!! 
We need to get out and walk or bike our city, and appreciate the lovely place that we live, as well as each 
other! 
My wife and I try to walk 30 minutes every day.  Our neighborhood is easy to walk in, even though it doesn't 
have many sidewalks. 
Please bring this plan to fruition.  Walking must be a large part of any city's transportation priorities 
I am a big believer in keeping active by exercising.  People of all ages can benefit by having safe walkways. 

West Central construction west of 119th now includes sidewalks which holds walkers that used to walk in the 
road, children walking from Elizabeth Ann Seton and it is so welcome to have safe walking area.  Sunday the 
walks were filled with owners with dogs, walkers and children.  
I can think of no other thing that makes me feel more alive than walking around ANYWHERE! 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
Appendix A: Plan Development Process   97 

378



Comments 
My husband and I are avid road cyclists for exercise and recreation. I also use my bike for errands when 
possible. It feels more dangerous to ride on the sidewalks even when they are designed wider for cycling 
because drivers do not anticipate cyclists on the walkways. Plus, walkers feel intimidated by cyclists on the 
sidewalks and have to move off to allow passage. Bike lanes on streets would be much more welcome. Just a 
line on the street makes me feel safer, provides guidance for drivers. 
A big part of what I like to do when I visit other cities and countries is to take long walks through 
neighborhoods. It gives me a taste of the community I would not get simply from visiting tourist areas. That is 
what I would like to make available to visitors to as well as residents of my adopted city of Wichita. Having 
walkways throughout the city would improve health, beautify the city, positively affect tourism, and bring new 
business to the Wichita area. 
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Appendix B: Policies and Practices 
The City of Wichita has many different policies, practices and procedures that have a direct impact on 
the safety and quality of the pedestrian environment. The level to which these activities either help or 
hinder pedestrian travel depends on many different factors, including: the strength of the original 
policy; the authority of government agencies to enforce the policies; the plan review process; the 
coordination between different departments and agencies; and the amount of resources available to 
ensure that policies are enforced. Local transportation planning and design documents were reviewed 
to determine these factors and outline the existing planning and design context. This document is a 
summary of that review, done as part of the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan process.  

Applicable Local Plans and Guidelines 

Laws 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita 

Level of Authority: Ordinance 

Source: http://library.municode.com/index.aspx?clientId=14166 

Wichita Municipal Code of Ordinances contains provisions for pedestrians including traffic regulations 
and ordinances that influence the design, operation and maintenance of the pedestrian realm. Chapter 
11.44 contains laws that pertain to pedestrian street crossings and sidewalk use. Chapter 11.20.120 
authorizes the city traffic engineer to make decisions about the implementation of traffic control devices 
including signals, marked crosswalks and pedestrian crossing islands. Chapter 10.16 outlines driveway 
and curb cut requirements including curb radii, and the design, number and width of driveways 
allowances per parcel. Chapter 10.04 contains the laws regarding sidewalk snow removal in the 
downtown business area. Street yard planting regulations are outlined in Chapter 10.32. 

The following table lists some of the ordinances relevant to pedestrians and pedestrian zone: 

Chapter Section Text 
10.12 Sidewalk 
Construction 

10.12.080. Width required of 
sidewalks; exceptions. 

All public sidewalks constructed under the 
provisions of this chapter must be five feet in 
width, unless all sidewalks already built in 
that particular block are four feet in width, or 
unless otherwise ordered by the city council 
and/or the city engineer of the city. 

 10.12.090. Widening of 
existing sidewalks. 

All sidewalks now built which are already four 
feet in width may be widened at any time by 
the city council of the city. 
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Chapter Section Text 
 10.12.100. Location and grade 

of sidewalks. 
All sidewalks shall be constructed at the 
location and grade established by the city 
engineer. 

 10.12.110. Inspection of 
work—Notice to city engineer; 
acceptance or refusal. 

Every contractor or other person constructing 
public sidewalks, wheelchair ramps, curbs or 
gutters or private drive approaches shall 
notify the city engineer when the work is 
ready for inspection so as to give the city 
engineer ample time to make the inspection 
before the concrete is placed. If upon 
investigation and inspection by the city 
engineer, or his agent, he finds that the 
public sidewalk, wheelchair ramp, curb, 
gutter or drive approach is not according to 
the specifications provided for in the 
construction of such sidewalk, curb, gutter or 
drive approach, he may refuse to accept and 
approve the work and require that any errors 
in the construction be corrected at once and 
before the acceptance of the work. 

 10.12.140 Requiring new 
sidewalks to be built, by 
resolution after petition 

The city council may, by resolution passed at 
any meeting, require the building of any new 
sidewalk upon the signing of a petition by a 
majority of resident owners or by owners 
representing fifty-one percent or more of the 
area of the improvement district. 

 10.12.150 Same, resolution to 
specify kind, width, length of 
time allowed etc. 

The resolution referred to in the preceding 
section shall specify the kind, the width and 
the length of the sidewalk to be built. It shall 
also designate a time in which the sidewalk 
shall be built which shall not be later than 
thirty days after the passage of such 
resolution. 

 10.12.160 Same, publication 
of resolution; notice 

Immediately upon the passage of the 
resolution by the city council ordering the 
sidewalk to be built, it shall be the duty of the 
city clerk to cause the publication of such 
resolution together with a notice stating the 
names of the streets upon which sidewalks 
are to be constructed, which resolution and 
notice shall be published in the official city 
paper as provided by law. 
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Chapter Section Text 
 10.12.170. Same—Duty of 

abutting owner to build in 
accordance with resolution 

It shall be the duty of the owner of any 
property abutting a sidewalk ordered to be 
built, to build such sidewalk in accordance 
with the resolution and notice as provided for 
in the preceding section. 

 10.12.180. Same—Failure of 
owner to construct after 
notice; estimate of cost to be 
made; work to be let by 
contract to lowest bidder; 
costs. 

If the sidewalk is not constructed as required 
by the preceding section, within thirty days, 
unless a longer time is granted by the city 
council, then the city council shall order such 
sidewalk to be constructed as hereinafter 
prescribed. An estimate of the cost thereof 
shall first be made under oath by the city 
engineer and submitted to the city council. 
Sealed proposals for the construction of such 
sidewalks shall be invited by the city clerk by 
an advertisement published in the official city 
paper. The city council shall let the work by 
contract to the lowest bidder, if the bid is 
within the estimate.  

The cost of constructing such sidewalk shall 
be assessed against the owner of the 
abutting property and the assessment levied 
against such property as provided by law.  

 10.12.190. Same—
Condemnation of existing 
sidewalks; construction of 
new sidewalks. 

The city council may at any time, by 
resolution, condemn any portion of any 
sidewalk whenever in its judgment it shall be 
deemed necessary and provide for the 
construction of a new sidewalk in accordance 
with the provisions of this chapter. The city 
council and/or the city engineer may provide 
for the removal of a sidewalk without 
providing for any new sidewalk in its stead. 

10.16 
Driveways and 
Curb cuts 

10.16.070 Maximum width of 
approaches, exception 

No driveway approach shall exceed thirty feet 
in width as measured along the outside 
sidewalk line; provided, that on streets 
marked as permanent state or federal 
highway routes, a driveway approach may be 
constructed with a maximum width of forty 
feet upon approval of the city engineer. 

 10.16.080 Curb-parking spaces 
between approaches 

Where more than one driveway approach on 
a street front serves a single parcel of land, 
there shall be at least one curb-parking space 
between driveway approaches. 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  3 
Appendix B: Policies and Practices 

382



Chapter Section Text 
 10.16.090 sides, edges or 

curbs should be at right angles 
to street curb 

The sides, edges or curbs of driveway 
approaches shall be at right angles to the 
street curb. 

 10.16.100 Maximum width of 
curb cut 

For the purpose of constructing a driveway 
approach, no curb cut, opening or section 
broken out or removed shall exceed fifty-two 
feet. 

 10.16.120. - Distance between 
driveway approach and 
corner. 

No portion of a driveway approach, except 
the curb return, shall be constructed within 
eighteen feet of a corner, and in no case 
closer than two feet to the property line 
extended. 

 Sec. 10.16.130. - Curb return 
radius. 

The radius of curvature of the curb return 
shall not exceed the distance between the 
curb and the outside sidewalk line. 

Chapter 10.04 
Streets and 
sidewalks in 
general 

10.04.025. - Removal of snow 
in the downtown business 
area. 

The owners, occupants or persons in charge of 
any lots or pieces of land located in the 
downtown business area shall remove and clear 
the sidewalks that abut said property of all 
accumulations of snow and ice. All accumulations 
of snow and/or ice from a storm shall be removed 
and cleared according to the following schedule:  
1. 
For days other than Sundays or holidays— 
a. 
If the storm ends on any day between eight a.m. 
and twelve noon, removal shall be accomplished 
by five p.m. of the same day. 
b. 
If the storm ends between 12:01 p.m. of one day 
and eight a.m. of the next day, removal shall be 
accomplished by the following twelve noon.  
2. 
For Sundays of holidays— 
a. 
If the storm ends between twelve noon on a 
Saturday or a regular business day preceding a 
holiday and eight a.m. of the next regular business 
day, removal shall be accomplished by twelve 
noon of said next regular business day.  
For purposes of this section, the definition of a 
regular business day shall be every day of the 
week except Sundays and holidays. 
 

 Sec. 10.04.040. - Placing snow 
on streets and sidewalks. 

The placing of snow from areaways, driveways or 
other such areas on the sidewalk or in the 
traveled portion of the streets or alleys of the city, 
without removing the same immediately 
thereafter, is a misdemeanor. 
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Chapter Section Text 
10.32 
LANDSCAPING 
AND PARKING 
LOT 
SCREENING 

10.32.030Required 
landscaped street yard. 

 
A. Minimum amounts of landscaped street 

yards for all land uses. 
B. Minimum number of trees within street 

yard. 
C. Design standards for landscaped street 

yards and required trees. 
 

 10.32.80 Maintenance. A. The landowner is responsible for the 
maintenance of all landscaping materials (in 
the landscaped street yard) and shall keep 
them in a proper, neat and orderly 
appearance free from refuse and debris at all 
times. 
 

11.44 
Pedestrians 

11.44.010-11.44.075 Below is a list of the relevant sections that apply 
to pedestrian travel: 
Subject to traffic control signals 
Congested areas 
Crossing streets at corners 
Crossing roadway at locations other than 
crosswalks 
Drivers to exercise due care 
Walking in the right half of crosswalk 
Walking on sidewalks required—Exceptions 
Pedestrians right-of-way on sidewalks 
Pedestrian must yield right-of-way to authorized 
emergency vehicles 
Blind pedestrian right-of-way 
Obedience of pedestrian to bridge and railroad 
signals required 
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Wichita Parks, Recreation and Open Space Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita/Sedgwick County 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/PROSPlan.aspx 

Updates: N/A 

The Wichita Parks, Recreation, and Open Space Plan is a guide for the provision of parks, open spaces, 
recreation opportunities, and paths/trails by the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County. The plan 
acknowledges both the need for well-connected recreational walking facilities within parks but also calls 
for high quality pedestrian facilities such as sidewalk, multi-use pathways, curb cuts, safety 
improvements at intersections and roadway crossings, and wayfinding to accommodate pedestrian 
access to parks. The plan recommends providing parks and neighborhood centers within walking 
distance of all city residences by acknowledging that walking is a low cost, recreational activity that is in 
high demand by Wichita residents. Data collected during the planning process highlighted the following: 

• Most residents use trails and park pathways 
• The most popular recreational activities include: walking for pleasure, dog walking and nature 

walks 
• Residents want to be able to walk to Wichita Parks and want help finding their way to trails 
• Residents want better trail connections across barriers  

 

 Among other recommendations the plan outlines partnerships and funding sources and strategies for 
maintenance and capital projects to reach the goals and priorities of the plan.  

 

Wichita Bicycle Master Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/Bicycle.aspx 

Updates: Every 4 years 

The Wichita Bicycle Master Plan outlines the engineering, education, enforcement, encouragement and 
evaluation strategies to promote bicycling in the city of Wichita. The plan outlines a priority network of 
bicycle facilities. The plan also includes detailed design recommendations that accommodate both 
bicycle and pedestrians. The plan can be closely tied to the Pedestrian Master Plan when considering 
multimodal street improvements for both bicycles and pedestrians, improvements for bicycles are also 
often improvements for pedestrians.  
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The following strategies and actions relate to pedestrians: 

Strategy Action Content 
1 4 Adopt a Routine Accommodation Policy 
3 4 Adopt a Complete Streets policy to implement 
4 - Improve bicycle access to transit stops and stations 

10 1 Educate Wichita transportation system professionals and users about new 
bicycle facility types, planning, design and bicycle related issues that may arise 

12 - Support efforts to obtain funding for bicycle education and enforcement 
programs 

13 - Increase enforcement of bicyclist and motorist behavior to reduce bicycle and 
motor vehicle crashes 

14 - Work with school districts to develop collaborative partnerships to encourage 
children to bike to school 

20  Adopt policies to ensure that the City’s project planning and review processes 
account for bicycle facilities 

23 - Create a policy for reserving space for future bicycle facilities  
25 - Fund projects through the Capital Improvement Program (CIP), annual programs 

and grants 
26 - Allocate staffing to implement this plan 
 

Project Downtown: The Master Plan for Wichita 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita Mayor’s Office 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/Downtown.aspx 

Updates: N/A 

Project Downtown is the downtown master plan for the City of Wichita. It guides development, the 
provision of infrastructure and municipal services within downtown. The plan outlines a vision for 
downtown that enables people to live, work, shop, play, and learn within a short walk. One of the key 
goals of the plan is to support development that fosters walkable connections. Downtown streets are 
identified as walkable development focus areas with recreation overlays. The plan gives specific 
recommendations per downtown district (outlined below in table) and calls for better pedestrian street 
crossings, pedestrian maps, wayfinding signs, links across large blocks and more public art.  

The public identified some of the challenges to downtown related to walking identified in the plan as: 

• In need of vibrancy 
• Automobile focused transportation and development patterns such as surface parking lots deter 

walking, biking and transit use 
• The pedestrian environment does not support transit use 
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• Long blocks and one-way streets make for long walks particularly to access transit and key 
destinations 

• Lack of bus stop amenities such as shelters, benches and signs makes it less appealing to use 
transit downtown 

 
The plan also identities key items related to improving downtown for pedestrians: 

• Make walking safe, easy, enjoyable 
• Install high quality bus stops/stations 
• Develop Douglas Ave and Main St corridors as transit preference streets 
• Activate street-level storefronts along priority walkable streets 
• Convert one-way streets to two-way streets to facilitate multimodal travel downtown 
• Add pedestrian safety and comfort features 
• Build green infrastructure into street design 
• Redesign wide streets to improve the pedestrian environment 
• Institute transportation demand management and improve walking, transit and biking options  
• Add/improve pedestrian wayfinding signage and information to transit and parking. 
• Target improvements to walkable development focus areas and active development projects 

and establish design guidelines for these areas 
• Create complete streets with convenient transportation choices...greenery, beauty and storm 

water management 
 

The plan also contains street and urban design guidelines for districts and corridors. Corridors are 
identified with modal priority i.e. transit balanced, pedestrian balanced, plaza streets etc. These street 
classifications deviate from the recommendations in the Metro Transportation Plan 2035 which 
recommends a complete streets or routine accommodation approach to street design. While the urban 
design guidelines, street furniture recommendations and material standards help to characterize each 
street, the street design guidelines and guidelines in the Pedestrian Master Plan should be consistent.  

The plan provides specific recommendations at the district level. The key themes that relate to 
improving the pedestrian environment of each downtown district are included in the table below:  

  

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  8 
Appendix B: Policies and Practices 

387



District Framework 
District Key Theme related to pedestrians 
Arkansas River • Reinforce the museum/river string of pearls destination district 

by improving walking and transit access 
• Enable more recreation on and along the river by improving 

and adding pedestrian connections to the riverfront paths at 
1st St, Douglas Ave etc. 

Douglas Corridor at Arkansas 
River/Delano and 
Core/Historic District 

• Create continuous walkability with appropriate development 
and infrastructure 

• Increase ground floor retail 
• Focus transit service here  

Old Town • Infill development to improve multimodal access 
• Install a pedestrian signal at 1st and at Douglas along Mead St  
• Encourage more retail along 1st St and 2nd street to improve 

the pedestrian environment. 
Old Town West • Improve walkability and retail along St Francis to Douglas Ave 

and on 1st St along the Performing Arts District.  
Arena • Arena Neighborhood Redevelopment Plan outlines specific 

recommendations 
Old Town South • Create a transit hub at Union Station 

• Make Waterman St and Washington Ave more walkable 
through urban design and streetscape improvements 

Commerce Street Arts • Focus walkability and development on Lewis Ave, Emporia Ave 
and longer term along Broadway.  

Main Street Corridor • Build on the significant employment base with a more 
walkable environment 

• Main St becomes a transit corridor between Government 
Center, Douglas Corridor, Century II and WaterWalk 

Downtown Core • Focus infill development around walking/transit corridors 
• Prioritize infill development along Main, 1st and 2nd street 

corridors 
• Celebrate historic buildings 

Century II-WaterWalk • Create better access to the waterfront 
• Introduce walkable street connections across superblocks 

Government Center • Improve connectivity to the rest of downtown along Main and 
Market Streets and Central Ave 

Renaissance Square • Encourage walkable retail and riverfront connections to Via 
Christi hospital, Government Center and other institutions 
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Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization Pathways Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

Level of Authority: Guidance document. Not prescriptive for policy or facility type. 

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/IconMenu/Pathways.htm 

Updates: periodically 

The WAMPO Pathways Plan provides an assessment of existing bicycle/pedestrian facilities and 
identifies, prioritizes, and recommends future connecting links for bicycle/pedestrian use within the 
WAMPO planning area including the City of Wichita. The plan incorporates recommendations from the 
WAMPO Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035. It also recommends the use of the AASHTO Guide for 
the Planning, Design and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities as the region’s pedestrian guidelines and 
standards and calls out the accommodation of pedestrians in all public and private projects. 

To further cater the AASHTO guidelines to the region, the plan structures recommendations by defining 
four pedestrian environments: intolerant, tolerant, supportive, and pedestrian places and provides 
specific guidelines and strategies for each environment (see table below).  

The plan includes additional non-infrastructural recommendations. Benchmarks are established for 
monitoring mode split. The plan recommends conducting regional bicycle and pedestrian counts to track 
increase in volumes and crash rates. These guidelines and strategies; and the recommendations of the 
Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan, within the City of Wichita should be consistent. 

Implementation of the strategies outlined in the plan and listed below is the responsibility of local 
jurisdictions. The plan call for strong advocacy from local and regional groups to help support the 
funding and implementation of the plan.  

Strategies 
Strategy Pathways Plan Action/Recommendation 
STRATEGY #1: 
Create no new 
Pedestrian 
Intolerant 
Environments 

1A. All streets shall have sidewalks to accommodate basic practical walking needs. 
Local jurisdictions shall require new developments to provide sidewalks and the Cities 
shall work to complete missing sidewalk links in previously developed areas. 
1B. All intersections shall have delineated crosswalks to meet minimum Pedestrian 
Tolerant design guidelines. 
1C. Legal pedestrian crossings shall be provided at distances no greater than 1,320 
feet (1/4 mile) apart. 
1D. All projects shall meet minimum requirements of the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA). 

STRATEGY #2: 
Strategically 
work to 
improve 
existing 
Pedestrian 

2A. Future intersection improvements shall not be made to accommodate vehicular 
throughput at the expense of pedestrian safety or convenience. All new intersection 
retrofit projects shall include crossing treatments that follow Pedestrian Supportive 
guidelines, as outlined in the chart on page 6‐6. 
2B. Throughout the region, the following geographical areas shall be designed to be 
Pedestrian Supportive: 
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Strategy Pathways Plan Action/Recommendation 
Tolerant 
Environments 
to Pedestrian 
Supportive 
standards. 

• All primary pathway corridors where bicycles will be accommodated 
on‐street, as identified in the WAMPO Regional Pathway System Plan; 

• Designated school walking routes; 
• Bus routes; 
• Throughout future mixed‐use and transit oriented developments;  
• Within arterial street corridors near destinations such as parks, trail 

crossings/pathway system access points and commercial activity centers. 
2C. In Pedestrian Supportive environments, the roadway corridor shall serve multiple 
modes of transportation, including walking and transit. Maximum distance between 
pedestrian crossing opportunities shall be 528 feet (1/10 of a mile). Street crossing 
distances shall be shortened through use of smaller curb radii, curb extensions, 
medians, refuge islands, and/or right‐turn slip lanes. 
2D. In Pedestrian Supportive environments, the pedestrian realm shall include 6’ to 8’ 
wide sidewalks, with walkways separated from the street by buffers, street tree 
planters, or furnishing zones at least 5’ in width. 
2E. Additional measures such as pedestrian‐friendly site development, school site 
planning and design, neighborhood traffic calming, and traffic management programs 
shall be considered within identified Pedestrian Supportive areas. Land use guidelines 
shall include mixed uses, reduced building setbacks, smaller parking areas, and 
improved pedestrian access. 
2F. Safe Routes to Schools shall be created that meet Pedestrian Supportive 
standards. (see document for specific recommendations for roadway corridors, 
school walking routes, crosswalks, traffic controls, traffic calming devices, multi-use 
pathways and land use 

STRATEGY #3: 
Make walking 
the priority 
travel mode in 
select 
Pedestrian 
Place within 
the region.  

3A. Throughout the region, the following select geographical areas shall be designed 
as Pedestrian Places: 

• Delano, Old Town, and the Water Walk/Arena neighborhoods within the City 
of Wichita; 

• Downtown main streets of smaller communities  
3B. Incentives shall be provided to guide development patterns to create distinct 
Pedestrian Places that attract significant numbers of people and provide 
opportunities for socialization, strolling, and lingering. 
3C. Within Downtown Wichita, the future mobility study shall consider pedestrian 
needs in the retrofit of one‐way streets to two‐way traffic movements. The study 
shall not only look at vehicular traffic flows, but also pedestrian crossing treatments, 
opportunities for on‐street parking, sidewalk improvements, enhanced pedestrian 
connections to public parking and public transit service, and the 
pedestrian‐friendliness of existing land use and proposed developments. 
3D. Pedestrian Places shall not be bisected with high‐speed, multiple‐lane arterial 
streets. Street right‐of‐way allocations shall be balanced and roadway design shall 
give priority to pedestrians. Additionally: 

• Roadway Corridors through Pedestrian Places shall be designed to carry 
moderate traffic volumes (<15,000 ADT) at slower travel speeds (25‐30 mph). 
On‐street parking and/or bicycle lanes shall be provided; 

• Crosswalks should be of a high‐visibility design, with texture, pattern, color 
and/or traffic calming measures such as raised speed tables or curb 
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Strategy Pathways Plan Action/Recommendation 
extensions. Crossing distances should be kept short by limiting pavement 
width (4 lanes max.) and using small curb radii (25’ max.). Paired curb ramps 
shall be provided perpendicular to the curb face, aligning directly with the 
crosswalk; 

• Block sizes shall be small, with frequent pedestrian crossings (every 330’ feet 
or less) using pedestrian activated traffic signals; and 

• Parallel on-street parking shall be encouraged as a means of traffic calming 
and a generator of additional pedestrian traffic. Where diagonal parking is 
provided, consideration should be given to back‐in angle parking to improve 
safety by having doors and trunks open to sidewalks and drivers pull out 
head‐first into traffic. 

3E. In Pedestrian Places, the pedestrian realm shall be built and maintained to the 
highest standards: 

• A paved planter/furnishing zone shall separate walkways from the street and 
accommodate utilities, parking meters, passenger unloading, streetscape 
amenities and street trees planted within tree wells. 

• Sidewalks should be at least 8’wide to accommodate passing and pairs of 
pedestrians walking side‐by‐side. In Pedestrian Places, the overall sidewalk 
width may be 10’‐30’ wide to provide space for amenities plus an 8’‐10’ 
pedestrian clear zone. 

• The frontage zone in downtowns and mixed‐use areas should not include 
landscape buffers separating pedestrians from stores, but instead sidewalks 
should extend to building faces. At least 2’ of paved “shy distance” shall be 
provided away from the building walls to accommodate window shopping, 
sidewalk displays, outdoor dining, etc. 

• Amenities should include pedestrian furniture groupings, sculpture, drinking 
fountains, decorative fountains, and wayfinding signs. Lighting shall include 
overall street lighting, low‐angle pedestrian street lamps, and additional light 
emitted from stores that line the street. 

3F. In Pedestrian Places, adjacent land uses must be designed around the pedestrian. 
First‐floor retail, a vibrant mix of uses, and at least three distinct, complimentary 
activities that appeal to a variety of age groups and located within walking distance of 
each other are critical to create mixed‐use settings that serve as Pedestrian Place 
destinations. 

• Buildings shall face the street, be placed at minimum setbacks or build-to 
lines, range from 3‐5 stories high, and create a height to width ratio of 1:4 
minimum and 1:1 maximum. 

• Architectural Design shall include porous street frontages with frequent doors 
and windows, and use of awnings and arcades for shade and shelter. Blank 
stretches of wall shall not exceed 15 feet. 

• Parking in surface lots located in front of buildings will destroy Pedestrian 
Supportive and Pedestrian Place Environments. On street parking shall be 
provided on all block faces, combined with parking structures or internal 
block parking distributed throughout the district, to maintain the quality 
streetscapes necessary to attract high levels of pedestrian usage. 

STRATEGY #4: 4A. Individual communities shall include a pedestrian accommodation checklist when 
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Strategy Pathways Plan Action/Recommendation 
Pay attention 
to details that 
impact 
pedestrians in 
all public and 
private 
projects. 

reviewing development plans and proposed public infrastructure projects. 
4B. WAMPO shall require enhanced pedestrian safety, accessibility and usability in all 
projects that seek federal and state funding. 
4C. The July 2004 AASHTO “Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of 
Pedestrian Facilities” shall be used as the region’s pedestrian guidelines. AASHTO is 
currently updating this guide and, once approved, will be used as the standard. 

 

In Chapter 6 this plan provides specific guidance for the design of facilities to accommodate pedestrians: 
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Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

Level of Authority: Access to federal transportation funds for local jurisdictions 

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/Publications/Metropolitan+Transportation+Plan+2035.htm 

Updates: Periodically 

The Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP) 2035 is the blueprint for all regionally significant 
transportation projects and activities through 2035. It is a 25 year strategic plan for maintaining and 
improving mobility within and through the region. The MTP 2035 is very important for the region 
because it allows local jurisdictions access to federal transportation funds. The plan includes an Eligible 
for Funding List of transportation projects that will receive federal funds between 2010 and 2035. 
Projects move from the planning list to the Transportation Improvement Project (TIP ) list for 
implementation.  One percent of the funding is allocated to specific bicycle and pedestrian projects and 
complete streets principles are recommended for roadway projects for the inclusion of sidewalks, bike 
lanes, driveway consolidation, shoulders on rural roadways and bus lanes. It also provides 
recommendations and strategies to achieve a safe, efficient, accessible, and affordable transportation 
system. 

The 2035 Plan builds upon the WAMPO Regional Pathway System Plan by providing goals, objectives 
and strategies for bicycle and pedestrian network improvements for regional connectivity and increased 
use of walking and bicycling. 

Chapter 6: Land Use and Transportation Connection includes a section (6.2) on Bicycle and Pedestrian 
systems include several key recommendations:  

• Connectivity of the pathway and sidewalk system: build more sidewalks and pathways and 
improve signage to increasing connectivity between jurisdictions, to transit and across barriers.  

• Safety of users: 40% of pedestrians do not feel safe walking in the region which is supported by 
crash data. Bicyclists and pedestrians make-up about 1% of trips yet they represent 6% of the 
injuries and 13% of the traffic related fatalities in the region. The region is also the area where 
25% of the state-wide bicycle and pedestrian crashes occur. Behavioral causes for pedestrian 
and bicycle crashes include improper parking, failure to yield and inattention. Increasing focus 
on infrastructure such as pedestrian bridges and school crossings, ADA accommodation and 
need for maintenance were identified as important safety measures. The plan also encourages 
local jurisdictions to provide training for law enforcement officers on the laws pertaining to 
bicyclists and pedestrians.  

• Education and encouragement efforts: The plan recommends several education and 
encouragement efforts: 1) launch a campaign to promote share the road messages to educate 
motorists and bicycles on the rules of the road; 2) Promote safe routes to school programs and 
events; 3) encourage local jurisdictions, businesses, and other organizations to support and 
promote events that encourage bicycling and walking. 
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• Maintenance: Ensure existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities are well maintained by filling pot 
holes and keeping pavement in good condition. Maintain good lighting to provide a more secure 
environment for bicyclists and pedestrians.  

• Connecting to transit: Develop links between bicycle and pedestrian facilities and transit. 
Encourage the use of bike racks on buses and ensure ADA ramps are near designated bus stops. 

• Implementing complete streets ideas: Take a proactive not reactive approach to improving the 
bicycling and walking environment by designing the transportation network to improve safety 
and access for all users. 

According to the plan, the reason and frequency for why people walk in the region are 1) exercise or 
recreation (78%); 2) running errands (39%); 3) commuting to work or school (38%); 4) visiting family 
or friends (35%) and; 5) accessing transit (6%). 

WAMPO Safety Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization 

Adoption: Adopted July 13, 2010, Amended December 13, 2011. 

Level of Authority:  

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/Publications/Safety+Plan.htm 

Updates: Annually 

The WAMPO Safety Plan (2010) is guided by the timeline and goals identified in the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan 2035. It addresses how safety in the region can be improved and the number of 
road crashes reduced. It provides information about the type of crashes, how they occurred, and where 
they were located. This can be useful information to identify areas that need special attention when 
planning for pedestrian accommodation. This information should be used for benchmarking purposes 
toward reaching specific safety targets related to pedestrian safety. 

Goals: reduce the number of transportation related fatalities, injuries and crashes each by 25% by 2035.  

Counter measures that directly impact pedestrian safety are needed in addition to those included in the 
plan below:  

• Create a regional pedestrian and bicycle advisory group. 
• Promote Safe Routes to School programs, strategies and walk or bike to school events 
• Reduce the number and severity of bicycle and pedestrian crashes by focusing on specific 

locations with increased crashes 

The region averages five pedestrian fatalities per year with a concentration in urban areas. The plan 
cites the majority of crashes occurring away from intersections with nearly 40% of crashes happening 
near or in intersections. Intersections and pedestrian behavior are sited as this is high for the state.  
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Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita-Sedgwick County 1999 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/Comprehensive.aspx  

Updates: Periodically 

The Wichita-Sedgwick County Comprehensive Plan serves as the overall guide for the City of Wichita and 
Sedgwick County. The State of Kansas requires a comprehensive plan to guide public infrastructure and 
facility investments identified in the city and county capital improvement programs, and to authorize 
city and county subdivision approval authority associated with land development. It is important for the 
proposed Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan in many ways, especially because it identifies the 2030 Future 
Growth Area for the City of Wichita.  

The Transportation Plan focuses primarily on regional, high volume roadway projects. The plan provides 
specific recommendations for highway expansion, bridge improvements, arterial widening, and 
improvements to public transit based on modeling projections for the year 2030. The implications for 
pedestrians are significant as wider roadways impact pedestrian crossings and street character and 
transit increases use of roadways by pedestrians.  

Transit ridership is anticipated to grow regionally by 30%. To address this need the plan recommends 
the provision of connector routes in outlying areas, new park and ride lots, and shuttle service to better 
connect crosstown between different routes and downtown to the transit center.     

WAMPO Freight Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita/WAMPO (2010) 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/Publications/Freight.htm 

Updates: Periodically 

The WAMPO Freight Plan (2010) identifies designated freight corridors and provides recommendations 
for how to improve these corridors for the efficient movement of freight. The Plan identifies several 
roadway elements that influence truck efficiency both along roadways and through intersections such as 
intersection/signal operations, roadway geometry, roadway maintenance, and intersection design.  
Delay in travel time is a concern to the freight community and the plan prioritizes efficiency through 
congested areas and bottlenecks. The plan does not address pedestrians specifically and some of the 
plan priorities may be in contrast to the needs of pedestrians such as increasing roadway capacity, 
increasing speed and eliminating areas of congestion. Balancing the needs of freight with those of 
pedestrians is important for the efficiency and safety of freight corridors. Local jurisdictions, responsible 
for implementing roadway projects and maintenance will need additional guidance on design at 
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intersections or interchanges and along freight corridors where accommodation for both the needs of 
freight and pedestrian safety will need to be address.  The section of the plan on Problem Areas includes 
a discussion on the responsibility of local jurisdictions to design roads to state DOT standards.  

WAMPO Safe Routes to School Plan 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita/WAMPO (2008) 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/Publications/Safe+Routes+to+School.htm 

Updates: Periodically 

This plan includes an action plan that identifies issues that impact student travel behavior within the 
WAMPO area and suggests actions to address the issues. The plan also lays out a phased approach to 
funding the SRTS program from the State of Kansas and other sources. The planning process included a 
survey and stakeholder meetings.  

The survey provided some valuable information related to the obstacles to walking to school. The survey 
found that the following factors limit children from walking to school: distance (46%), traffic volume 
(43%), Traffic speed (41%), intersection safety (35%), perceived personal safety issues (35%), weather 
(35%) and inadequate sidewalks (28%). In 2008 45% of school children lived within ¼ mile of school and 
21% lived within ½ to 2 miles. This information could help set a benchmark target for the number of 
children who walk to school. Another finding was that 50% of children want to walk to school but 
programing and school support is limited. The plan identifies 3rd to 6th graders as the best age groups to 
focus SRTS programing on.  

The following goals, objectives and strategies summary make up the SRTS action plan: 
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Goals Objectives Strategies 
Goal 1:  
Provide 
encouragement to 
walk or bicycle to 
school. 

Objective 1 – Help schools 
to encourage walking or 
bicycling.  
 

Strategy 1 – Local incentive programs.  
Strategy 2 – Staff development.  
 

Objective 2 – Encourage 
children to walk or bicycle 
to school.  
 

Strategy 1 – International Walk to School Day.  
Strategy 2 – Local encouragement campaigns.  
 

Objective 3 – Encourage 
parents to allow children to 
walk or bicycle to school.  
 

Strategy 1 – Walking school bus programs.  
Strategy 2 – Crossing guard programs.  
Strategy 3 – Local encouragement campaigns.  
 

Goal 2:  
Educate children 
on safe pedestrian 
and bicycling 
behaviors. 

Objective 1 – Provide 
schools with walking and 
bicycling safety materials.  
 

Strategy 1 – Cyrus the Centipede curriculum.  
Strategy 2 – Pedestrian safety brochures.  
Strategy 3 – Bike and wheeled sports safety 
brochures.  
 

Objective 2 – Provide 
interactive walking and 
bicycling safety education.  
 

Strategy 1 – Bicycle safety programs/bike rodeos.  
Strategy 2 – Pedestrian safety assemblies.  
 

Goal 3: 
Provide a safe 
environment for 
children to walk or 
bicycle to school. 

Objective 1 – 
Engineering/enforcement 
project identification.  
 
 

Strategy 1 – SRTS plans.  
Strategy 2 – Provide input and feedback on 
projects.  
 

Objective 2 –Obtain funding 
for engineering and/or 
enforcement projects  
 

Strategy 1 – SRTS funding.  
Strategy 2 – Safe Kids/FedEx Walk This Way grant 
program.  
 

Goal 4:  
Evaluate the 
effectiveness of 
SRTS-themed 
projects. 

Objective 1 – Evaluate SRTS 
plan projects  
 

Strategy 1 – Administer follow up surveys.  
 

Objective 2 – Help evaluate 
future local projects. 

Strategy 1 – Administer baseline and follow up 
surveys.  
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Wichita Subdivision Regulations 
Issuing Agency/Organization: City of Wichita/WAMPO (2008) 

Level of Authority: Guidance document 

Source: 
http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/Subdivision_Regulations.aspx 

Updates: Periodically 

The division and improvement of lands within Wichita or portions of unincorporated Sedgwick County 
must comply with the Wichita-Sedgwick County Subdivision Regulations. The Subdivision Regulations 
regulate many elements of the physical environment, including parking and street designs. 

Street Layout and Design 
7-
201C 

 Local streets shall be laid out so that their use by through traffic will be 
discouraged. 

7-
201G 

 
 

Border Area - For urban streets (sometimes referred to as "parking") the border 
area shall be fourteen and one-half (14½) feet in width from the back of curb to 
property line. This area shall be used for installation of utilities, street lighting, 
traffic control devices, fire hydrants, sidewalks, landscaping and to provide a 
transition area in grades (if necessary) between the roadway and the property 
adjacent to the right-of-way. Border areas for suburban areas shall be variable in 
width, based on drainage needs. 
 

 Industrial 
Street   
ROW: 70’ 
Road: 41’ 

 
 Residential 

Collector 
ROW: 66’ 
Road: 37’ 
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 Collector  
ROW: 54’ 
Road 25’ 

 
 Local 

Residential 
Street 
ROW 64’ 
Road 35’ 

 
 Local 

Residential 
Street 
 
ROW 58’ 
Road 29’ 
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 Narrow 
Local 
Residential 
Street 
ROW 32’ 
Road 29’ 

 
 Local 

Residential 
Street 
 
ROW 50’ 
Road 21’ 

 
 Frontage 

Road 
ROW 50’ 
Road 25’ 

 
 Suburban 

Collector  
ROW 80’ 
Road 47’ 
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 Suburban 
Residential 
ROW 70’ 
Road 32’ 

 
 Local 

Suburban 
Residential 
24’ 

 

7-
2015
H 

Section 
Line Road 
ROW 120’+ 

Right-of-way widths for all section line roads and arterials shall not be less than 
120 feet. At an intersection approach, 150 feet of right-of-way width shall be 
required within 250 feet from the section line and taper to 120 feet at a distance 
of 350 feet from the section line. An additional 25’ x 25’ corner clip shall be 
required at the intersection corner to accommodate traffic signals and sidewalk 
facilities. 

7-
2015
K 

 Streets shall be laid out so as to intersect as nearly as possible at right angles. A 
street shall not intersect any other street at less than 80 degrees. 

  Roadway pavement at intersections shall be rounded by the following minimum 
radii:  

 

 
7-
203B 

Blocks A block in an urban subdivision should not exceed 1,300 feet in length, unless the 
block is adjacent to a limited access highway or arterial street or unless the 
previous adjacent layout or topographical conditions justify a modification of this 
requirement.  
 

7-
203E 

 In blocks of 800 feet or more in length, a pedestrian access easement for 
pedestrian travel may be required to provide access to public or private facilities 
such as schools or parks. The pedestrian access easement shall have a right-of-
way width of not less than 10 feet, and extend entirely through the block at 
approximately the midpoint of the length of the block. The plattor shall guarantee 
the construction of a sidewalk within the pedestrian access easement. 

7-
205-
D 

EASMENTS Pedestrian Access Easements. Pedestrian access easements may be required on 
plats when an access easement is needed to provide a connecting link to public or 
private parks or school sites. 
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Standard design specifications for Drive entrances Full height curb  
Driveway design standards provide design drawings for all driveway types in the City of Wichita. The 
specifications include designs with transitions to full curbs and ramped drives without curb transitions. 
Each design factors in placement of the sidewalk behind the ramp slope. 

There are three designs for full curb driveways with variation in the width of the parking area and 
setback of the sidewalk. Each has a range of curb radii from 15’ minimum to 20’ maximum radii. 
Driveway widths range from 12’ minimum to 52’ maximum. Similarly, there are three ramp drive 
standards. Each standard varies in the length of the parking area.  

Example of a Full Radius Driveway Standard Drawing 
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Example of Full Ramp Driveway Standard Drawing 

 

City of Wichita Wheelchair Ramp Details 
The city has developed standard plans for the design of wheelchair ramps. The plans provide designs for 
four different scenarios: for streets with different curb types (monolithic and curb & gutter), for streets 
with full sidewalk, for streets with sidewalk on one side, for streets with limited right-of-way at the 
corners. The details should be updated to reflect curb ramp design consistent with the 2010 ADA 
Standards for Accessible Design.  

Standard Practice 
The following are City of Wichita standard practices for installation of pedestrian facility types: 

Facility Type Practice Note 
Sidewalk 6’ wide Where possible 
Shared use pathway 10’ wide  
Crosswalk 10’ wide  
Countdown pedestrian 
signal 

Install at signalized crosswalks  

Audible pedestrian 
signal 

Install at signalized crosswalk s near 
schools 

 

ADA ramps N/A  
 

Policy for Installation of Accessible Pedestrian Signals (APS) 
The Department of Public Works has drafted policy for the City’s decision making process when 
installing pedestrian signals. The policy follows MUTCD 2009 guidelines with changes specific to Wichita. 
Identifying and prioritizing signals that outlines the preferred installation of pedestrian signals per 2009 
MUTCD guidelines. The city installs APS at existing signalized intersections and all new signalized 
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intersections.  To evaluate specific locations the city employs the CRAB (Committee for the Removal of 
Architectural Barriers Criteria for Installation) method for site evaluation which includes evaluation of 
crashes, intersection geometry, speed, presence of visually impaired, and proximity of pedestrian 
generators among others.  

Wichita Region Surveys 

National Citizen Survey 2012: benchmarks and results 
Issuing Agency/Organization: International City/County Management Association & National Research 
Center, 2006 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/News/Pages/2012-11-05a.aspx 

The National Citizen Survey collects information on citizen opinion on the quality and usefulness of city 
government services and ranks the responses with other municipalities. The following table outlines the 
walking related responses. Compared to cities across the country Wichita ranks much below other cities 
in terms of ease of walking, walking related infrastructure, use of transit, and sense of community. The 
ease of walking, according to survey participants, has also decreased over time according to results from 
2006 and 2010 surveys. The following table outlines Wichita’s rankings in walking related issues: 

 Wichita rating 
(100 pts total) 

Rank Comparison to nationwide 
benchmark 

Community Transportation Benchmarks 
Ease of walking in Wichita 45 223 of 267  Much below 

Availability of paths and walking 
trails 

44 165 of 214  Much below 

Frequency of Bus Use Benchmarks 
Ridden a local bus within Wichita 17 

 
103 of 175 Much less 

Transportation and Parking Services Benchmarks 
Sidewalk maintenance 40 217 of 258 Much below 
Public Safety Service Benchmarks 
Traffic enforcement 47 306 of 334 Much below 
Community Quality and Inclusiveness Benchmark 
Sense of community 48 237 of 285 Much below 
Contact with Immediate Neighbors Benchmarks 
Has contact with neighbors at 
least several times per week 

49 94 of 194 Similar 
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Wichita-Sedgwick County Community Investments Plan Community Survey 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita-Sedgwick County, 2013 

Source: http://www.wichita.gov/Government/Departments/Planning/Pages/Comprehensive.aspx 

In 2013, the City of Wichita and Sedgwick County partnered with Wichita State University to conduct a 
community survey. The community survey results provide information about general community 
perspectives related to many different types of community investments and balancing long-term and 
near-term community needs.  

The survey results reflect a strong commitment to social justice, support for investment in residential 
streets and walking paths and less interest in investment in parks and open space. The following table 
outlines some of the pedestrian related results: 

Question Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Agree Strongly 
agree 

Our community should help seniors, those who 
are disabled, and low-income residents meet 
their transportation needs 

1.3 6.0 53.8 39.0 

Local government should use public resources 
to fund community and infrastructure 
improvements that attract business investment 

1.7 8.8 63.5 26.0 

Local government should continue to improve 
residential streets 

0.6 9.0 69.3 21.1 

Local government should reduce investment in 
bicycle and walking paths 

21.1 44.0 25.9 9.1 

Local government should improve public 
transportation by extending bus routes to reach 
additional parts of the community 

3.3 19.9 51.6 25.2 

 

WAMPO Household Travel Survey 
Issuing Agency/Organization: Wichita Area Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2010 

Source: http://www.wampoks.org/Publications/HTS+2010.htm 

This survey, conducted in 2010 - 2011, gathered information related to household travel within the 
WAMPO area. The survey includes information about the types of trips people make, how they travel, 
and much more.  

The survey provides some insight into regional trends in walking and attitudes toward walking as a mode 
of transportation. Walking is currently 3% of all trips in the region and much higher in underserved 
communities and households without cars. The following is a list of travel and walking related data 
collected from survey participants. This information is helpful to understanding how walking can be 
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improved in the Wichita region and how walking as a viable mode of transportation can influence 
residents’ travel options as an alternative to driving short distances in single occupancy vehicles: 

• Based on the household travel patterns the average number of trips per person per day is 3.5 
• Most common places visited by residents: home, schools, shopping areas, work, home of friends 

or family 
• Vehicle occupancy is 1.4 people per trip 
• 3% of trips are on foot.  
• 50% of all household trips were 10 minutes or less 
• 55% of all trips by transit users were 10 minutes or less 
• Households without cars report walking 30% of their trips, taking transit for 22.4% of trips 
• Underserved population takes fewer trips by car. Walk for 26% of trips and take transit for 20% 

of trips.  
• 26% of residents felt that the lack of safe and accessible sidewalk and other pedestrian facilities 

was a current problem and 26% felt that it is an emerging problem 
• When asked for what reasons residents do not walk more often to destinations the top 5 

reasons were: 1) I don’t need to because I have a working vehicle; 2) don’t live close enough; 3) 
don’t know where the best routes are; 4) Not enough trails/paths/sidewalks; 5) missing links in 
trails/paths/sidewalks 

• Developing new, improving, connecting existing pedestrian and bicycle facilities ranked 11 of 16 
options in a list of priorities for roadway improvements. Improving safety on roadways rank 
second.  

• Survey respondents were more willing to fund new pedestrian and bicycle facilities 7 of 16 
priority items and less willing to fund improvements and connections within the existing bicycle 
and pedestrian network ranking the option 12th of 16 options. 

• Residents are interested in focusing on sidewalk and path construction over bike lanes 
• Regionally there is not a concern about air quality in the region with 37% of survey participants 

not concerned and 35% somewhat concerned. 
• 74% of all trips are 1 to 4 miles 
• When compared to a selection of comparable cities, the Wichita region ranks low (3%) in the 

percentage of trips by walking with the national average at 9%. 
• When compared to other mid-west and other cities the average trip distance traveled in Wichita 

is significantly less than other locations.  Shorter trips currently by car can be taken by foot or 
bicycle.  
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Appendix C: Peer City Survey 
Peer City 
Research 
Questions 

Kansas City, Missouri Des Moines, Iowa Omaha, Nebraska Oklahoma City, Oklahoma Denver, Colorado 

  Jeff Martin, Assistant City Engineer  Darwin Larson, Chief Design Engineer Carlos Morales, Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Coordinator 

Abbas Tajmir - ADA coordinator Emily Snyder, Pedestrian/Bicycle Project 
Manager 

Crossings 

What are the 
requirements 
for midblock 
crossings, high 
visibility 
sidewalks and 
signals? 

 Traffic Engineering Group determine 
mid-block crossing (pedestrian counts 
and warrant analysis completed to 
warrant the crossing). Jeff said he would 
get with the traffic group and provide 
exact criteria. High Visibility crosswalks 
used at University and Hospital locations 
only, not used in residential areas. They 
do have some more aesthetic crosswalks 
with brick patterns, but they don’t use 
brick anymore only colored concrete or 
street print (asphalt), for maintenance 
reasons. They are always tied to areas or 
business districts with specific 
streetscape plans. They won’t normally 
install unless there is a special district 
plan guiding them. Continental (similar to 
KDOT Type II) crossings are used in school 
districts and other higher traffic 
locations, regular striping (similar to 
KDOT Type I) are used elsewhere. 

Use HAWK signals at high volume 
(pedestrian and vehicular) locations. 
Have used the Fluorescent Green Signs 
with LED strobes, or just used the 
continental style crossings at lower 
vehicular volume locations. All have 
been used depending on the situations 
as well as the pedestrian and vehicular 
volumes. Generally the city tries to 
discourage mid-block crossings and try 
to encourage people to route to an 
intersection to cross for safety reasons. 
They only put them in where site 
specific conditions dictate that they 
need to be (such as the riverwalk, 
schools, etc.). 

MUTCD Warrants and traffic analysis 
determine locations of midblock 
crossings. Sketch planning and Traffic 
Impact Analysis are used to determine 
where they are placed. They are very 
judicious in use of midblock crossings in 
general. High visibility used only in 
Schools and Downtown areas where 
there are many pedestrians. They are 
developing policies on where to apply 
different tools, they will be very similar 
to MUTCD to help their funding 
constraints. Speed tables have been 
used when it’s a low volume street. Are 
also in process of switching from a Hub 
and Spoke Transit system to a Pulse 
system.  After completion it is planned 
to audit high density locations and 
address issues. 

Generally they do not implement Mid-
Block Crossing's unless absolutely 
necessary. Implementation is determined 
on a case by case basis by the traffic 
engineer of the city.  HAWK systems have 
been used, and where used, they have a 
strong police, student, user’s education 
program on its function.  Both our 
considered on a case by case basis. 
Continental striping is not currently their 
standard, but they are currently in the 
process of changing their standards so 
that it is.  

Use both Transverse lines and 
Continental Striping. Crosswalks are 15' 
wide downtown and they use the 
continental at all signalized intersections 
and high traffic locations. School zone 
markings are reviewed every year, and 
once the retroreflectivity reaches 75% 
they are replaced. They use Brick 
Crosswalks in the downtown area, and 
they aren't always striped, but when 
they are used as a traffic control device 
(i.e. signalized, stop controlled 
intersection)  they are. Bicyclists are 
required to ride in the street in Denver 
unless there is a designated shared path, 
so shared use crossings are designated 
with red colored concrete crossings. 
They review midblock crossings on a 
case by case basis and use continental 
or red crossings. They will refrain from 
marking unless there is some form of 
control (yield, HAWK, Signal). They have  
a new state law requiring the paddle 
signing on crosswalks. Trying to establish 
criteria to determine placement of 
HAWK, Stop, etc. right now.  
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Sidewalks 
 
What is the 
process (i.e. 
trigger - 
subdivision 
regulations, 
impact analysis, 
site plan review, 
etc.) for 
implementing 
sidewalk 
improvements? 

 Development Code triggers sidewalks 
are to be constructed when any lot is 
developed or improved. In residential 
areas the sidewalk will not be built until 
the homes are built. Residential being 
built this way causes problems since the 
housing slowdown, many developments 
are 75% built and have connectivity 
problems. In the lots where no homes 
have been built there is a gap in the 
sidewalk.   

Subdivision regulations require that 
sidewalk will be placed on both sides of 
every street during development or 
redevelopment. City will generally 
assess areas that don't have sidewalk 
that would like sidewalk. Arterial Streets 
also are required to have a sidewalk on 
both sides; generally they have been 
putting a shared use path on one side 
and sidewalk on the other where they 
can.  

Subdivision agreement requires 
developers to build sidewalk on both 
sides. They also require links from 
internal sites to external. Ideally are 
trying to have a shared use path on one 
side of the arterials. 

Generally built through the subdivision 
process or during resurfacing and arterial 
projects. Part of the plan review during 
platting includes a sidewalk plan sheet 
which is reviewed as part of the plat. 
Both sides of the street are the standard. 
For larger 5 acre lots they don't require 
sidewalk.  Generally the subdivision is 
only responsible for the interior of the 
site.  

Subdivision regulations control. Some 
SRTS and special projects.2007 study 
showed they currently have 2700 miles 
of sidewalk with 58% attached, 35% 
detached, and 7% missing. Developer is 
required to provide sidewalk on Both 
sides of street.  

What are the 
requirements 
for new 
development, 
redevelopment, 
filling gaps, 
maintenance? 

 Traffic Impact Analysis will look at 
Pedestrian Demands and routing, and 
usually identifies gaps in sidewalk, etc. 
Property owners responsible for 
maintenance of sidewalk, drives and curb 
and gutter. Property owners are given a 
chance to complete the repair, however, 
if the repairs are completed by the city 
the cost of the repairs is special assessed 
back to the property owners. 

The city has two programs; the High 
Priority program and the Connecting 
sidewalk program. The High priority 
program focuses on areas that connect 
schools, retail, apartment centers, bus 
stops, etc. and how many people within 
a 1/2 mile or so would be served. Where 
the locations intersect and make sense 
they develop projects based on need.  
The Connecting Link sidewalk program 
has a requirement (< 500 feet) to be 
eligible. It is made to allow routing 
connections between subdivisions and 
retail, etc. to be connected. Both 
programs go through a public hearing 
process. All maintenance of sidewalks is 
up to the abutting landowner. 

If +/- 100' of sidewalk is needed to fill 
gap between development and an 
external sidewalk the developer is 
required to build it. Developer can 
appeal the requirement if a strange 
situation exists. Redevelopment triggers 
same standards, any sidewalk fronting 
the business is required to rebuild on 
redevelopment. There is an appeal 
process for this too. Historically the city 
required sidewalk on two sides, then 
one side then no sides, and now are 
back to two sides. Currently, developers 
required to install sidewalk on all 
streets, cul-de-sac's, etc... in their 
development. Because of their history, 
there are many gaps which have a need 
for sidewalk.  Property owner is 
generally required to maintain and clear 
sidewalks in front of their property. City 
parks and rec. department maintains 
trails, parks, overpasses and safe routes 
to school. They partner with Natural 
Resource District and County so every 
three years rotate the maintenance on 
some of the inter-department trails. 
They have the capabilities to assess 
maintenance costs of clearing sidewalks, 
but generally do not use it. 

Since subdivisions and paving projects 
are the ways they generally build 
sidewalk, they often have gaps. Generally 
they live with the gaps unless there are 
complaints. If there are complaints about 
route connectivity, they have an ADA 
"emergency fund" that they use to fix 
complaints about connectivity, etc. City 
crews will do the work to connect the 
sidewalk.  When working on resurfacing 
projects, they focus on route connectivity 
(looking at possibly improving only one 
side) for right of way issues in built out 
corridors. Maintenance is generally up to 
the property owner or HOA. In some 
older areas the city ends up taking it on 
(such as bricktown, downtown). City 
traffic commission will generally decide 
where shared use paths are going to be 
and fund separately or with new arterial 
projects.  

 Developer's implement sidewalk or 
bring it up to current standards on 
redevelopment. SRTS dedicated funding 
as well. Maintenance is the adjacent 
property owner's . Some of the older 
neighborhoods have killed projects 
because of public pressure related to 
historic encroachment on their type of 
street.   2000+ curb ramps are identified 
to coincide with paving projects every 
year, but looking at ways to fund 
connections.  
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How are 
sidewalk 
improvements 
funded? 

On collector and arterial roadways, the 
developer adjacent to the roadway is 
responsible for paying for the sidewalk 
improvements on their side of the street, 
within their property limits. If the arterial 
is not improved and it appears it won’t be 
improved when the developer begins 
their improvements, the developer can 
request to pay an impact fee to the city 
to fund the improvements when the 
roadway is improved. This is handled on a 
case by case basis. City collects funds 
through a sales tax that go to a Public 
Improvement Advisory Committee 
(PIAC), with a portion of the funds which 
are for citywide improvements and a 
portion gets divided into each district. 
PIAC committee is made up of council 
member’s appointees from each district, 
and they decide which projects are built. 
Individuals, business groups or special 
districts may apply for funds for sidewalk 
or crosswalk improvements.  There is no 
policy for gap funding unless 
development occurs. Sometimes city at 
large funding or PIAC can be used. 
Citizens or Business’ can apply for 
funding through PIAC committee. 

Depending on the program, the 
developer will pay (development and 
redevelopment), the property will be 
assessed (to build sidewalk in 
neighborhoods without where they 
would like sidewalk; 50% of the 
construction cost and 10% of the design 
costs in front of their property are what 
is assessed per property owner, city will 
fund the rest) or the project is funded 
with General Obligation Bonds (High 
Priority, Connecting Sidewalk). Also have 
an ADA CIP program where they are 
currently spending 1.5 million (for the 
next 10 years) a year on ADA 
improvements including sidewalk ramps.  

City funds sidewalks and shared use 
paths on the arterial streets in its CIP 
program when built.  Sidewalk 
assessments have been used to fill gaps. 
If greater than 60% of a block is in favor 
of placing sidewalk, it will trigger a 
sidewalk improvement district for the 
walk. Generally this is only seen in 
downtown districts but has been used in 
the area around the College World 
Series too.  

The sidewalk funding is generally not a 
set amount but will vary up and down 
depending on the number of paving and 
overlay projects since that is how they 
build the sidewalks.  ADA emergency 
funds vary depending on number of 
projects anticipated, etc. This work is all 
generally done by the City itself not 
contractors.  

Currently looking at funding 
mechanisms and they have had trouble 
politically with taxing options. 
Downtown is funded through TDD's and 
Downtown area groups. 

What is the 
design 
guidance? 

 4’ Minimum width residential,   5’ 
Minimum width arterial.  4” thick, non-
reinforced, 4500 psi concrete 

Generally they adhere to the State 
Urban Design and Specifications Manual 
(SUDAS) for urban areas. They also try to 
use 5' paths 4" thick (except through 
drives). They also have  a Class A 
sidewalk used in downtown areas (extra 
wide widths) that is 5" thick. 

Widths vary from 5 to 6.5 feet by area 
type.  Area of specific importance varies 
from 1-4. Each area has its own design 
criteria. The sidewalk is by standard built 
with a crushed rock base and a 4" 
thickness. 

4' - Subdivision; 5' for arterial and 
collector streets. If sidewalk is at back of 
curb, 1' is added to the width.  The ramps 
have 6" of rock base under them; the 
sidewalks have compacted sand under 
them.  

Std. is a 5' sidewalk with 8' treelawn, 
also have an 8' with 13' treelawn for 
commercial. Downtown is 16' sidewalk. 
Some versions of town have an integral 
Roll Curb with 3' sidewalk (referred to as 
Hollywood section). 
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Aesthetics 

How does the 
city fund 
aesthetic 
enhancements? 

 Property owners can request special 
sales taxes or other assessments (and/or 
paid by the businesses or property 
owners at the time of project).  
Maintenance reverts back to business 
group or property owners 

Generally this is covered in there 
streetscape policy. They require benches 
and other amenities to be paid by the 
streetscape area associations. They are 
also responsible for setting up a 
maintenance fund and funding 
appropriately. For streetscape projects, 
this can be included in the matching 
funds needed prior to the city 
considering a streetscape project. The 
city will generally pay for the vanilla 
sidewalk and roadway improvements, 
but require the extra costs to be the 
business association or group wanting 
the streetscape. Art is rarely included on 
the projects, but is rather a post project 
feature. Des Moines has a Public Art 
Foundation (separate from the city) that 
raises money for art on public projects. 
It's a very successful program.  

Aesthetics are handled on a case by case 
basis. It is often funded through TIF or 
CIP projects. It is not city wide, but 
generally only special high traffic areas. 
Private institutions and foundations will 
generally fund decorative features. They 
also have an Art Commission and Urban 
Public Review Board that reviews CIP 
Projects and can make 
recommendations for aesthetics for 
areas of civic importance to have art 
added to them. (This only occurs limited 
times). Business Improvement Districts 
will often fund art from their own 
pockets. The City has added funding to 
assist a private group that can't raise all 
of the needed funds. Maintenance is 
completed by business improvement 
districts  

Lighting not consistently applied, 
generally looked at on a case by case 
basis. City will partner with development 
districts to provide design help or help 
them in some way on what the area is 
etc. City is always open to partnering on 
specific projects that have appropriate 
support.  

Generally they are bonded with a TDD 
paying the city back. They also bond 
streetscape type projects, but have 
maintenance contracts with the 
business group to pay for maintenance. 
Any project over $1,000,000 has a 1%art 
requirement. Also has an Arts and 
Values city group that stewards the 
process.  

Additional Discussion 

What things do 
they like about 
their policies 
and what would 
they change? 

He said he would not assess repairs, and 
would build the sidewalks with the 
houses and make builder repair as he 
tears out to build houses, otherwise 
neighborhoods often don’t get sidewalk 
for many years. Currently the city is in 
discussion about putting sidewalk on one 
side for arterials, but hard to pay for (one 
developer paying for but other side not). 
Would need some major code revisions 
to make this work. 

The high priority and connecting link 
programs are very successful and are a 
great way to build necessary sidewalk.  
Assessment and maintenance of 
sidewalks is generally not popular and 
requires quite a bit of work to properly 
assess.  

Having developments fill connections 
less than 100' is extremely successful. 
Requiring internal circulation and 
planning connections to outside system 
up front during initial development is 
also very successful. They are starting to 
ask Developers how they will connect 
existing facilities for both internal and 
external use during design. Some things 
to work on in Omaha were filling gaps 
through abandoned areas and repairing 
sidewalks and gaps assessed on 
roadways. If he could change one thing 
he would  form a sidewalk assessment  
on a city wide district based on street 
frontage and land use, to fund 
maintenance and gap projects (between 
districts, etc.). 

He thought things worked pretty well in 
Oklahoma City and the one thing he 
would do would be to spend the time and 
money to appropriately train inspection 
and enforcement staff in ADA rules. They 
have had some projects that have had to 
be redone, etc. because regulations were 
not met, but it wasn't caught and fixed at 
the time.  

Overall Denver's process works fairly 
well. Advice was to start looking at high 
pedestrian environments such as 
commercial areas, schools and hospitals. 
And work on connecting those.  Many 
improvements can be made with 
simple/cheap signing and marking 
upgrades. Figure out what you can do 
with the resources available, and then 
make good use of the resources.  
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Appendix D: Additional Existing 
Conditions Maps 
Some additional existing features of the Wichita that can influence decisions related to pedestrian 
improvements are shown in the following figures. The maps are presented as “heat maps” which 
highlight the density of a given feature with a color gradient. Red indicates areas of highest density, 
while blue indicates areas of lowest density. Maps include: 

• College Density 
• School Density 
• Park Density 
• Community Center Density 
• Employment Density 
• Population Density 
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Appendix E: Listening Sessions 

Kansas Department of Transportation Listening Session 

The listening session was conducted with Becky Pepper the State Pedestrian and Bicycle Coordinator. 

1. What design guidance does KDOT use? (FHWA, NACTO, does KDOT have their own?) 

KDOT follows AASHTO and the MUTCD for signs and markings.  

2. If and or how design guidance is tied to funding e.g. do you have to follow x guidance to get 
money from y? 

For federally funded projects, KDOT must follow ADA, AASHTO and the MUTCD. For state 
funded project KDOT standards are followed. 

KDOT provides funding for Safe Routes to School SRTS and through Transportation Alternatives 
programs. These funds are disbursed through regional planning bodies. Funding for Wichita 
projects would come from WAMPO and projects awarded with funds from the Transportation 
Alternatives Program must follow federal guidelines, which establish that project must be 
designed to meet AASHTO, ADA, and MUTCD compliance.  

3. What is KDOT’s roles and responsibilities for pedestrian improvements, programs, policies, 
etc.? 

Becky referred to other KDOT staff as she is not as familiar with KDOTs roles and 
responsibilities. She did mention that if state dollars are spent for a local project, the federal 
exchange program reimburses 80% of the cost. KDOT uses this for funding of local projects. 
More information on the Federal Fund Exchange Program can be found here:  
http://www.ksdot.org/Assets/wwwksdotorg/bureaus/burlocalproj/BLPDocuments/Fund_Excha
nge_Program_Guidelines.pdf 

4. Just generally, can you provide an overview about how KDOT’s pedestrian projects come to 
fruition? 

KDOT projects will include local input on what type of pedestrian facilities are included in the 
overall project. KDOT likes to see that there are plans developed with community input. The 
determination as to who will pay for pedestrian infrastructure is based on a negotiation 
process.  

With the advent of Map 21, WAMPO disburses funding through a competitive process for the 
Wichita area, rather than KDOT for pedestrian and bicycle related projects. KDOT funds will 
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exclude areas with TMAs which receive sub allocated funding— such as WAMPO and MARC. 
Brent Holper at WAMPO is doing a competitive process through their TIP and Transportation 
Alternatives projects.  

5. Is there anything that you want us to know? 

The Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan helps KDOT understand the community’s priorities. It’s also 
a way for the community to show projects in the CIP or priority project list.  
 

Wichita Metro Chamber of Commerce and Young Professionals of 
Wichita Listening Session 

 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Wichita Metro Chamber of Commerce and Young Professionals of Wichita 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 16, 2013, 1:30 p.m. – 2:30 p.m. 
 
Wichita Metro Chamber of Commerce 

350 West Douglas Avenue 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Suzie Ahlstrand, Janelle Bogan, Nichole Robinson, Suzy Finn, Jaime Dupy, Courtney 

Sendall, Kresta Dundas, Angie Prather 

Project Team: 
Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle,  

Others: 
None 

 

Suzie Ahlstrand welcomed everyone to the meeting. 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 
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2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 
a. Ciara and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the planning 

process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes.  
 

3. Discussion – achieving Wichita’s Vision 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are 
organized according to topic areas. 

a. A pedestrian plan is really needed. 
b. Young Professionals 

i. Walkable areas are desirable 
1. Many friends have moved to Austin and other places with downtowns 

where you can walk. People are choosing to live where they can walk to 
destinations – including shops. People are choosing to live where they 
don’t have to drive. 

2. One participant indicated her family looked for and did purchase a 
house in an area with sidewalks 

ii. More than 50% of the Young Professionals of Wichita members indicated that 
running or activities outside are their favorite hobby. 

c. Better connections (especially transit) are needed between walkable areas (ped 
pockets) in Wichita. These locations include the following. 

i. Delano 
ii. College Hill (Clifton Squire, Oliver and Douglas) 

iii. Downtown 
iv. Riverside (near the former Riverside Perk) 
v. Arena / Commerce Street 

vi. Government Center 
vii. Wichita State University 

d. At least one member of the chamber is planning on developing a business that is 
oriented toward grabbing sidewalk business. The business would be walker and dog 
friendly. It would be looking to attract customers that live downtown.  

e. Delano has a lot of good stuff going on. 
f. Safety is a key issue 

i. Challenges 
1. Portions of the river paths can feel dangerous because of homeless 

encampments under the bridges 
2. Some locations in Old Town can feel dangerous in the evenings when 

you have to park away from the active areas. 
3. Lighting is important 

ii. Opportunities 
1. Could have more cops on bicycles 
2. Install emergency telephones 

g. Downtown 
i. More green areas are needed in downtown, in order to provide people with 

attractive destinations. 
1. They could be a way to attract donors, for development etc. 
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ii. One participant knew four people who had been involved in a crash with a 
motor vehicle while walking in downtown. 

iii. Downtown has really large north-south blocks and this can be problematic for 
pedestrians. 

iv. Needs more coffee shops and land uses that make for attractive destinations for 
walkers 

h. Wichita State University  
i. Many out of state and out of country students who don’t drive 

1. Makes it difficult to have a social life. 
ii. Needs transportation connections to interesting areas 

iii. It is difficult to get to campus from 21st Street 
iv. Signs to stay off the grass 
v. People running in the road 

i. Missing sidewalks / sidewalk conditions 
i. One example of an area without sidewalks is the east YMCA on Douglas – you 

have to drive there. 
ii. Why don’t HOAs build sidewalks? 

iii. When and how does the City require sidewalks? 
iv. Developers get a deal in Wichita because so much infrastructure is paid through 

specials, the costs aren’t up front. 
j. The bike lanes in College Hill have been a good improvement 

i. Walkers use the bike lanes, probably because of the condition of the sidewalks 
k. Visioneering 

i. Earlier focus was on cleaning up the river and getting more access to the river, 
not a lot of energy around walking, running, bicycling. 

ii. Now – more than 16,000 residents identified outdoor activities as one of the top 
5 community priorities. 

Wichita Downtown Design Group Listening Session 
 

 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Wichita Downtown Design Group 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 3:00 pm – 4:00 pm 
 
Wichita Downtown Development Corporation 

507 E. Douglas Avenue 
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Attendance 
Participants: Jason Gregory, Scott Knebel 

Project Team: 
Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 

 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 
2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 

a. Ciara, Pete, and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the 
planning process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 

 
3. Discussion – kid safety issues and opportunities for improvement 

This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. Perception 
i. Wichita residents are very car centric 

ii. Community designed with car focus 
b. Downtown 

i. High level of pedestrian activity downtown 
1. Employment 

a. 20,000 employees walking to and from cars 
2. Events 

a. Attendees going to and from event to cars 
3. Old town area 

a. Residential, commercial, and office functions 
i. Residents downtown tend to be young professionals and 

seniors 
ii. Almost 100% occupancy rate 

ii. Geography – the downtown is very large compared to others 
1. Pockets of activity with distance between 
2. Connections are starting to fill in 

c. Downtown Plan/Streetscape Guidelines (covers 800 acres) 
i. Downtown streets are all minor arterials 

1. For the plan, created street hierarchy 
a. Balanced streets 
b. Green = pedestrian streets 
c. others 

ii. New business at St. Francis showcases these guidelines 
1. 3 lane one-way  southbound converted to two way, with angle parking and 

sidewalks expanded on both sides of the road 
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2. 2,000-3,000 average daily traffic 
3. Successful – is “parked up” and busy 
4. Designed to bare minimum of the guidelines 
5. Reflections: Tree grates increased cost, decreased benches 
6. Working on the design community mindset – this project was also an 

educational opportunity for them – some wanted a more standard design 
with a center turn lane (not appropriate for this location) 

d. Walkability is critical 
i. Education is key 

ii. Need an interesting and pleasing walking environment 
iii. Must address issues of comfort 

1. Small window of comfortable weather for walking 
2. Inconsistent tree canopy  

a. Design and maintenance mismatch 
i. Need adjacent property owner to help maintain 

iv. Should include wayfinding elements 
1. Small project with Douglas Corridor to enhance wayfinding 

a. Six kiosks 
e. Safety is an important issue in enhancing walkability 

i. Long crossing distances – too short of signal timing 
1. i.e., new pedestrian signal at an intersection in Old Town 

ii. Issue at night time in certain areas make people reluctant to walk 
1. i.e., Transit Center 

iii. Unsafe parking to walk to in commerce area 
1. Complaints from residents and employees at nearby businesses 
2. Lots of vacant buildings 

iv. Perceptions of walking safety have roots in that “other people aren’t around”. 
f. Issues with accessibility to pedestrian facilities 

i. Distances between walkable areas 
1. i.e., Old Town and Delano 

ii. Railroad tracks 
iii. Douglas bridge 
iv. 600’ N/S, 300’ E/W blocks 
v. Market or signalized crossings between Douglas and 1st St. 

g. Douglas Corridor is essential – must cater to pedestrians 
i. Several issues impacting pedestrian traffic 

1. Transit shelter bulb outs 
2. Pulled back stop bars 
3. Issues with wayfinding 

a. Not consistent with MUTCD 
h. Public art can impact pedestrian use 

i. Public art managed by the Arts Council 
ii. Design Council  

1. recommends special consideration projects incorporate art to be funded 
out of the project budget 

2. Committee of various professionals 
i.  “Take-away” messages 

i. Streets aren’t just for cars 
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ii. Plan provides a forum for pedestrians to come out and show support 
j. Ped Plan should 

i. Educate the public so that they want to walk and use pedestrian facilities  
1. Many streetscapes in downtown Wichita are successful but unused. 

ii. Public art considerations should be included in design treatment templates 
1. Use Douglas Corridor plan as an example 

k. Street Trees 
i. Poor connection between design and maintenance efforts 

ii. Adjoining property owners can be part of the problem 
4. Discuss engineering, permitting, code enforcement roles 
5. Discuss implementation process 
 

Walking Advocates Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Walking Advocates 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 7:30 a.m. – 8:30 a.m. 
 
Wichita City Hall Cafe, 2nd Floor 

455 N. Main, Wichita 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Michael Aaron, Karlee Martinez, Alex Limberger, Kevin Swindel, Charlie Claycomb, 

Barry Carroll, Russell Warren, Jane Byrnes, Charlie Fair, Elizabeth Ablah, Alden 
Wilner 

Project Team: 
Peter Lagerwey, Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 

 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 
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2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 
a. Ciara, Pete, and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the 

planning process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 
 

3. Discussion: walking/running issues and opportunities for improvement 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. One participant expressed excitement that Toole was helping prepare the Pedestrian 
Plan. 

i. They felt that this would give continuity from the Bicycle Master Plan 
ii. Toole’s experience brings the perspective of having worked in other cities 

b. Walking is beneficial 
i. Good for individual health 

ii. The Sedgwick County Bulletin publicizes the benefits of walking 
c. Safety is an important issue 

i. Children walking to and from school 
1. Parental perception of safety is important 
2. Poor walkability, i.e. Jackson Elementary 

ii. Traffic congestion is a threat to safety 
iii. Seniors are concerned about their safety 

1. They are afraid they may have to use a walking stick or club to fend off 
intruders 

iv. Safety in numbers – more people being out walking would enhance feelings of 
safety 

v. Poor lighting 
vi. Tripping hazards 

vii. Pedestrians tend to have high crash corridors 
1. Should identify those corridors 
2. Reducing speed limits really helps address crashes 

a. Folks feel entitled to high speed roads 
3. Specific areas of concern are: 

a. Washington & Douglas (permissive left turn) 
b. 37th & Rock Road 
c. 21st & Rock Road 

d. Suggestions for improving walkability: 
i. Incorporate mulch or use different materials 

ii. Increase the number of trash cans 
iii. Improve lighting 
iv. Develop pedestrian “single track” and bike boulevards 
v. Address water and vegetation issues 

1. Trees may be down on walking paths 
vi. Focus on the 17th Street rail-to-trail 

vii. Improve safety on sidwalks 
1. Especially on the West side of town 

viii. Publicize walking on the right-of-way 
1. Run Facebook pages to publicize walking 
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ix. Publish a map and a list of walking paths 
1. People often walk on “unpublished routes” (off-road) 
2. 60 miles of paths, but not all are signed for shared use 
3. Wilderness trails are not paved 

a. These are not part of the pedestrian plan 
x. Address issues related to snow and ice 

xi. Address bicycle/pedestrian conflicts 
e. More pedestrian facilities should be built 

i. More sidewalks are needed on major streets 
1. E. Douglas, past Oliver 
2. Edgemoor, past Woodlawn 

ii. Most of West Wichita does not have sidewalks 
iii. Should do all improvements on one street in one year 

f. Pedestrian usage should be incorporated into broader future plans 
i. Complete Streets policy should be emphasized 

1. This is not a formula, but rather what is appropriate for each road 
a. Should do what’s appropriate for each mode on the street 

2. There was a policy discussion in the past, but it has not been passed 
3. Policy and implementation are critical here 
4. Goal should be for City Council to adopt a Complete Streets policy 

ii. Need to develop destinations for walking 
1. These should include running errands 

iii. The school board should implement pedestrian-friendly school siting polities 
1. Schools should be built in the middle of nature 

iv. Improving transit/bus service could increase walkability 
1. Need to increase funding to make this happen 

v. The “number 1 issue” to solve is not getting through town in a car in under five 
minutes 

g. Pedestrian plan provides a road map for moving forward with increasing walkability in 
Wichita 

i. Provides guidance for several areas: 
1. Crossing streets 
2. Vulnerable populations 
3. Design treatments 

ii. This plan is all about implementation and funding 
h. Data collection is important in improving pedestrian safety 

i. You can’t manage what you can’t measure 
ii. Should collect crash data from 911, Trauma Centers, and police records 

iii. WAMPO travel survey 
iv. Need to capture trips taken using other modes of transportation 

 
4. Future opportunities for community engagement 

 
5. Wrap up and next steps 
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Transit Department Staff Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Meeting with Transit Department Staff 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 3:45 p.m. – 4:15 p.m. 
 
City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main St. 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Michelle Stroot 

Planning Team: 
Peter Lagerwey, Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle 

Others: 
None 

 

This meeting was an informal opportunity to learn more about Wichita Transit related to the walking in 
Wichita. The meeting did not have a formal agenda. Below are highlights from the conversation.  

1. The Wichita Transit system does not have formal bus stops, instead a flag system is utilized. Wichita 
Transit staff members are exploring the possibility of establishing bus stops. 
 

2. Wichita Transit does have benches, bike racks, and shelters at many locations.  
a. The locations are generally not coordinated with crossings.  
b. The locations do follow Wichita Transit guidelines for where to locate the Wichita Transit 

racks, benches, shelters, along the roadway.  
i. Far side location 

ii. Must allow for ADA 
c. In some locations the Wichita Transit benches, shelters, and racks cannot be installed 

because of ADA constraints.  
 
3. Wichita Transit does utilize funding to make pedestrian related improvements.  

a. Wichita Transit has installed walkways to connect bench and shelter locations to existing 
pavement (i.e. Towne East Mall connection to the parking lot along the north parking lot). 

b. Generally the improvements are limited to the bench/shelter locations and not leading to 
the location. 

c. The Douglas TOD is an example of transit improvements with bus stops. 
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4. Wichita Transit is currently exploring potential system changes, including routes and frequency. 
 
5. The Westside route is being improved, with new service along Maize Road. This has occurred 

through the consolidation of two previous routes and expansion of the route.  
 
6. Transit does collect information about where riders embark on the buses.  
 
7. Para transit rides are an important service. Para transit services are generally more expensive than 

regular bus routes. Wichita Transit will be running a pilot project for a neighborhood feeder in an 
area where para transit ridership is high.  

a. The para transit ride application is available on the Wichita Transit website. 
 

8. Transit Use 
a. Ridership for the entire system was up in 2005 and down in 2012. The drop in 2012 might be 

related to the cuts in service and may not be reflective of individual routes.  
 

State/Regional Agency Staff Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
State/Regional Agency Staff 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 9:30 a.m. – 10:30 a.m. 
 
Wichita City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main, Wichita 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Kristen Zimmerman, Jim Weber, Zach Edwardson 

Project Team: 
Ciara Schlichting, Peter Lagerwey, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 
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1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 
2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 

a. Ciara, Pete, and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the 
planning process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 

 
3. Discussion – kid safety issues and opportunities for improvement 

This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. WAMPO planning process 
i. Long Range Transportation Plan  

1. Fall 2013 to Summer 2015 
2. Includes visioning process  
3. Includes prioritization process for funding applications 

ii. Transportation Improvement Plan 
1. Currently under development 
2. $12M total 

a. $850,000 for Transportation Alternatives 
iii. Functional Classification System 

1. Update underway 
2. Other principal arterials need to be classified as on National Highway 

System according to MAP21 
b. WAMPO Pathway Plan 

i. not well implemented 
ii. Connections between WAMPO LRP and local plans 

1. Are referenced 
2. No funding criteria points for facilities adapted in local plan 

c. WAMPO Bicycle/pedestrian counts  
i. 2012;  

ii. 2013 (planned) 
d. WAMPO Bicycle/Pedestrian Project Funding 

i. Need pedestrian facilities near increased trip generators 
ii. “Regional” pedestrian facilities are difficult to identify 

iii. Funding bicycle/pedestrian projects is new for WAMPO 
a. Was previously KDOT that allocated the TE funds 

e. Sedgwick County 
1. Good relationships between WAMPO, county, and city 

a. Have monthly meetings 
2. Citizens look to county to build connections to Wichita 
3. Cities don’t want to spend their own funds - want federal funds for bicycle 

and pedestrian facilities 
4. Don’t have plan, but have CIP 

a. Locals drive their projects 
b. Need pedestrian demand to justify building pedestrian facilities 
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5. Communities asking the County to make connections between communities 
6. Current bike/ped project is the Derby and Wichita “aviation pathway,” from 

McGove to K-15 
ii. Sedgwick County arterials 

1. Traditionally, sidewalks were built in county, then inherited by city through 
annexation 

2. Now consist of 2-lane rural roadways 
a. 2-in design – a couple of feet of shoulder 

3. In rural areas, county builds roads with an open ditch 
a. Locals may then build sidewalk 

i. i.e., Maize Road from Wichita to Maize, near 21st St. 
ii. Goddard school at 126h St. & Maple 

iii. Need safe pedestrian route to this school 
iv. Need a design template 

4. Wichita/Sedgwick subdivisions 
a. 120 ROW on arterials 
b. 60 ROW (existing) – buy ROW for expansion projects, set 100’ total 

5. Difficult to implement stormwater regulations 
iii. Pedestrian plan recommendations 

1. Engage ADA stakeholders 
a. Use their assistance to identify curb ramps 

2. Need to negotiate scoring for applications 
a. Applications come in, then go to committee 
b. No clear criteria or scoring 
c. No plan in place that identifies project priorities 

i. Potential to use regional transit system to justify these 
criteria 

d. Negotiations will be a political process at the TAC 
e. Need a transparent and fair process 

 
4. Wrap up and next steps 

Fire Department Staff Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Meeting with Fire Department Staff 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 3:20 p.m. – 3:45 p.m. 
 
City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main St. 
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Attendance 
Participants: Robert Thompson 

Planning Team: 
Peter Lagerwey, Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle 

Others: 
None 

 

This meeting was an informal opportunity to learn more about the Fire Department authority and 
influence on the design of subdivisions in Wichita. The meeting did not have a formal agenda. Below are 
highlights from the conversation.  

 

1. The Planning Team members thanked Mr. Thompson for joining them on such short notice, and 
introduced themselves. 
 

2. The Subdivision Regulations specify the length of streets that are allowed.  

 

3. Fire Code 
a. The Fire Code trumps the Subdivision Regulations, per the City Council decision.  
b. The City of Wichita utilizes the International Fire Code, with some modifications. 

i. The City of Wichita increased the amount of housing units from 30 to 50 that 
require a second entrance to the subdivision.  

ii. Generally, developers usually work pretty close with staff and are willing to do what 
is necessary for fire protection purposes.  
 

4. Second Entrance 
a. A second entrance to a subdivision can be provided by away of a gated entrance that the 

Fire Department can access in the event of an emergency. 
i. The Fire Department is comfortable with the second entrance prohibiting non-

emergency motor vehicle access but allowing pedestrian access.  
ii. The Fire Department does not allow unpaved or partially paved with grass surfaces 

for new second entrances for emergency purposes. Any new second entrances 
required for emergency purposes must also have curbs. 

b. Generally, the second entrance provides access to an arterial. 
i. These can consist of a regular street access, or a cul-de-sac with a gate to prevent 

non-emergency motor vehicle access. 
c. In some cases, the second subdivision entrance can be provided by connecting the internal 

subdivision roadway to an internal roadway within a different subdivision. 
i. In some cases, this has resulted in highly controversial platting cases because the 

adjoining subdivision did not want the connection.  
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1. In some cases this has been resolved by installing a gate to prevent non-
emergency access.  

a. An example of this approach can be seen at the Preston Trails 
subdivision.   

 

Health Organizations Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Health Organizations Listening Session 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 17, 2013, 7:30 a.m. – 8:30 a.m. 
 
Central YMCA 

402 N. Market 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Mim McKenzie, Jeff Usher 

Project Team: 
Peter Lagerwey, Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle 

Others: 
None 

 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 
2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 

a. Ciara, Pete, and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the 
planning process. 
 

3. Discussion – Walking in Wichita 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. Future development should consider walkability 
i. A policy should  be instituted to require consideration of walking and bicycling 
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ii. Need to develop incentives to do the right thing (i.e. projects that help people 
to be healthier, like mixed-use developments, etc.) 

1. By not doing so, missed opportunity 
iii. Siting and design policies should consider walking and bicycling 

1. Schools 
a. i.e., Walkability not raised during Southeast High School 

relocation discussion 
b. still have neighborhood schools 
c. Locating schools on the edge of the City has infrastructure costs 

beyond the school district (i.e. sidewalks etc.) 
2. City parks 

a. Council Member indicated at a function that the City was not 
going to be providing neighborhood scale parks and would focus 
on regional parks 

b. Many parks are not accessible by walking or bicycling Sedgwick 
County Park should become a pedestrian destination 

c. Currently, people drive to use the park 
d. Need more walkable/bike-able routes to destination parks 

iv. Encourage usage of neighborhood parks 
1. People don’t use them enough 
2. It is a bad idea to focus only on destination parks 

a.  
b. Design matters in enhancing walkability 

i. Need policies to require adequate design to enhance walkability 
c. Need seniors within walking distance of businesses and services 

i. There are empty retail locations 
ii. Grocery stores not in walking distance for seniors 

d. Safety and repair is critical in walkability 
i. What Mim hears from neighborhood groups: 

1. Inadequate lighting 
2. Sidewalks in disrepair, including issues with trees and cracks 
3. Residents need to repair sidewalks in front of their homes 
4. Costs can be an issue – some property owners have a challenge to pay 

for the sidewalk repairs 
5. Should use CBDG funds and other funds for sidewalk repairs 
6. Maybe the neighborhood associations or HOAs can provide matching 

funding 
ii. Kid safety is important 

1. Kids can’t walk or ride on sidewalks 
2. Parents don’t feel it’s safe to walk to school 
3. Riding the bus isn’t perceived as cool for teens and isn’t safe, but 

provides freedom 
iii. Downtown area is fine 

1. Signage is fine, but counts are down 
iv. Needs related to walking 

1. Need longer pedestrian signals 
2. Crosswalks are not marked well 

a. Need stop bars for automobiles 
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b. Many crosswalks are brick and don’t stand out 
3. Need to incorporate bicycle/pedestrian education in drivers’ Ed and 

KDOT testing for license 
a. This is important, because cars rule in the Midwest 

e. Several goals were identified during this session: 
i. Intertwine pedestrian master plan with bicycle master plan 

1. This isn’t a huge to–do list 
2. It should be part of a bigger plan 
3. Need to look at bicyclists and pedestrians together 

a. Both are forms of active transportation 
4. Also look at Parks Recreation and Open Space Plan 

f. Attendees identified several key messages: 
i. Pedestrian enhancements should be multi-generational 

1. Make it so kids and moms can walk 
ii. Don’t have any income-related messages in regard to  pedestrian usage 

1. Don’t point out low income neighborhoods 
iii. Make sure that kids can walk to school 

1. Include magnet schools 
a. They are currently designed for busing 

2. Include neighborhood schools 
iv. Don’t frame pedestrian activity as an individual behavior 

1. Need to create an environment that is favorable to walking 
a. Only 25% of people have been shown to properly exercise 
b. Need to have a daily routine, which walking can be a part of 
c. People need the desire to be active 

v. Frame pedestrian activity as a lifestyle, and not just intentional fitness 
1. Increase stair use 
2. Increase walking by parking farther away 

vi. Frame pedestrian improvements as economic development 
1. Creating an area where young professionals want to be 

vii. Increasing walkability supports economic development 
1. Draws more young professionals to town 

viii. Data collection is important 
1. We should be measuring success 
2. WAMPO Bicycle/pedestrian counts in September 
3. YMCA statistics 
4. Track Walktober and Bike Month events 
5. Youth risk surveys from the health department 
6. Conduct a perception survey every 3 years 
7. Should come back to review drafts 

ix. Create a culture of walking and walkability 
1. Increase awareness of bike path along river 

a. Need safety in numbers by increasing usage 
i. Not perceived as safe because of homeless individuals 

present 
b. Many people don’t know about the path 

2. Create this culture in neighborhoods 
a. Support recreational walking 

17 
Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan – Appendix D Listening Sessions Thursday, July 31, 2014 

439



b. Need to make walking a lifestyle 
3. Master Bicycle Plan an important part of changing culture 

a. This is because of both the practical use and the policy aspect 
4. Embrace the changing demographics of Wichita 

a. Don’t try to resist these changes 
 

4. Future opportunities for community engagement 
 

5. Wrap up and next steps 

Wichita City Staff Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
City Staff 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 16, 2013, 10:00 a.m. – 11:30 a.m. 
 
Wichita City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main, Wichita 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Neil Strahl, Linda Firsching, Jess McNeely, Paul Gunzelman, Julianne Kallman, Paul 

Hays 

PlanningTeam: 
Peter Lagerwey, Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 

 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 

2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 
a. Ciara, Pete, and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the 

planning process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 
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3. Discussion 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are 
organized according to topic areas. 

a. New Development 
i. Sidewalk Ordinance  

1. 1979 sidewalk ordinance provides subdivision regulations 
2. New subdivisions are required to have sidewalks on collectors 
3. 48 lots triggers sidewalks on one side, but there is no requirement if 

through connectivity 
4. If plot adjoins a school or park, then must connect 
5. Connectivity on stub streets should be encouraged 
6. Ultimately, the City Council makes the call about whether sidewalks are 

required or not. 
ii. Subdivision Regulations  

1. Fire and Police access for 50 lots 
a. Two points of access required for emergency vehicles 

2. Process for standard plats 
a. Staff create recommendation 
b. Planning Commission  gets recommendation from staff, but PC 

ultimately has final decision 
c. Appeals to PC are met with inconsistent decisions 

i. This is due to expense, cut thru traffic, and connecting 
neighborhoods with different price points 

1. Residents generally do not want to connect 
neighborhoods with different price points 

d. City Council makes the final decision 
iii. Community Unit Plan 

1. Required for commercial 6 acres in size or more 
2. Reviewed by Planning staff 
3. doesn’t require pedestrian circulation, Planning staff recommend that 

the CUP site plans include it 
4. Requires site plan 
5. The first parcel in makes the first pedestrian connection to the arterial 

sidewalk 
iv. Commercial and not a PUD 

1. Metro Building and Code Enforcement plans examiner will review for 
compliance with the sidewalk ordinance  

v. Driveway or curb-cut 
1. Inspected by Public Works and Utilities, Engineering sidewalk inspectors 

b. CIP 
i. $450,000 budgeted each year for arterial sidewalks and curb ramps 

1. Focus was on wheelchair ramps due to previous lawsuits 
2. Current focus is on complains, requests, and desires 

a. Some requests for 33rd – 25th 
b. Requests have generally been along arterials, not many on 

collectors 
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c. Are working with schools on crosswalks 
c. ADA transition plan is needed 

1. CIP projects usually get built right 
a. They have strong ADA requirements 

2. Redevelopment doesn’t require a site plan review 
a. Pedestrian circulation required if it is a PUD 

3. Industrial areas don’t always meet cross slope requirements 
d. Schools 

i. Put a sidewalk on their properties 
ii. Request city to put in sidewalks 

iii. For new residential developments, connections to nearby schools are internal to 
the development 

e. Repair and Maintenance 
i. The City operates a revolving budget of $150,000 a year 

1. Complaint-driven 
2. City generates cost estimates, then gives options to property owners for 

repair 
a. Renters talk to landlord first 
b. Repairs or replacements 

i. City makes the repair (5 year special assessment) 
ii. Property owner can replace on their own 

c. If a shared-use path, then the City only charges for the 
replacement costs of a regular sidewalk 

ii. CDBG funds of $75,000 a year for repair and maintenance 
1. Complaint-driven repairs 
2. Repair whole blocks 
3. Some funds are used for corner curb ramps 

f. Crossings 
i. Mid-block crossings are installed by city 

1. Many of these requests are from schools 
2. There are no official school walking routes 

g. Missing links and connectivity 
i. There are unique engineering issues related to constructability of pedestrian 

facilities 
h. Curb cut  

i. removal:  
1. Through plotting process, will close 
2. Through condemned sidewalk program 

i. Pedestrian detours 
i. “Sidewalk closed” sign not required to detour pedestrian traffic 

ii. Traffic detours 
1. Street permit used 

a. Parking removed 
b. Lane detours 

j. Sidewalk obstructions 
i. Chapter 10 

1. City sends out letters if obstruction reported  
ii. Snow removal 
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iii. Obstruction ordinance used to get snow removal outside of downtown 
k. Minor Street Privilege 

i. Sidewalk Café Plan 
1. Review design standards 

a. Must maintain 6’ clearance 
b. Located next to buildings 

l. Examples of challenges 
i. Oliver, south of 21st St. at WSU 

1. Has a golf course, so no walking allowed 
ii. Bradley Fair 

1. Stormwater issues – PVC pipe dumps onto sidewalk 
iii. E. Douglas 

1. Cars on sidewalk on Douglas 
 

4. The Planning Team members thanked the participants for meeting with them and the meeting was 
concluded on time.  

Safe Kids Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Safe Kids 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 15, 2013, 3:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. 
 
Wichita City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main, Wichita 

 

Attendance 
Participants: Ronda Lusk, Charlie Fair 

Planning Team: 
Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 
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1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 

2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 
a. Ciara and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the planning 

process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 
 

3. Discussion – kid safety issues and opportunities for improvement 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. There are a number of current activities in place 
i. Safe Kids 

1. Celebrating 25 years in Wichita 
2. Focus on unintentional injuries 
3. Membership includes (not limited to) 

a. USD 259 representative 
b. WPD representative 

ii. Safe Kids - Pedestrian safety committee, sponsored by FedEx 
iii. Safety town events (sponsored by Kohl’s and Via Christi) 

1. Trailers (such as in schools and city hall) 
2. Stop signs 
3. Pedestrian treatments 
4. Pop-up safety tents 

iv. Walk to School Day has been in place for 12 years 
v. Halloween in the Park – 1,200 kids 

1. College Park neighborhood shuts down streets 
b. Not many kids walk to school because of… 

a. safety concerns 
b. Inclement weather (rain, heat) 
c. Traffic congestion (especially around drop offs) 
d. Lack of safe routes from cars to school 
e. Distracted walkers and drivers 

i. Fewer districted individuals than in other communities, but those who were 
districted were significantly districted 

f. Closing elementary schools, community schools, neighborhood schools detrimental to 
pedestrian issues 

g. Fewer community schools, lots of magnet schools. 
h. Schools be constructed on the outskirts of cities, some out in fields without sidewalks to 

access the schools.  
c. Issues were identified at specific schools 

i. Pleasant Valley Elementary School and Bryant Middle School 
1. Close calls with drop offs 
2. Issues with mid-block crossings 
3. Distracted walkers 
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4. Residents and drivers complain about 2 blocks away 
ii. McCollum Elementary School 

1. Walk around school or walk to school 
2. Stop a couple of blocks away (without parents dropping off) 

iii. Marshall Middle School 
1. Nice drop off on 17th, but not used 

iv. Harry St. Elementary School 
1. Create direct paths (mid-block) and put in crossing signal 

d. Drop offs are of particular concern 
i. Need attractive and convenient drop offs and speed reduction 

ii. Motor vehicle congestion at the drop off locations is a problem 
iii. Parents drop of children up to three blocks away from school to avoid the 

congestion near the school. 
iv. Maybe drop off locations could include shelters like the one at the 21st Street 

Nomar site? 
e. Need to evaluate all schools in terms of their walkability 

i. Crosswalks 
1. More are needed 
2. Some don’t connect to sidewalks 

ii. Sidewalks 
1. Are often limited and are in poor condition 

iii. Walking to and from school buses to school 
1. To and from school is different 

iv. Drop off patterns 
f. More data needs to be collected regarding pedestrian safety 

i. Investigate middle schools more 
1. Students and parents 

a. Safety survey: “Why don’t your kids walk”? 
ii. Motor vehicle crashes with pedestrians in and around vehicles, as well as “near 

misses” 
1. Data from Level 1, 2 and 3 Trauma Centers for South Central Kansas 
2. Not a lot of money when not an increase in number of deaths 

ii. Principals have also report a number of near misses to Safe Kids 
representatives.  

g. Suggestions to increase walking to school and safety 
i. Adopt a culture of safety 

ii. Schools being able to inform parents that their children has arrived 
iii. Safe routes to school using GIS data 

1. Create open source/geo wiki to report problems 
a. University of Oregon as an example 

iv. Have assemblies in school 
v. Teach safety education in schools 

1. None required, but some do it (such as Goddard High School) 
2. Most don’t do it 
3. Can be taught as part of Physical Education 

viii. More money and volunteers needed 
ix. Need to observe locations on good and bad weather days. 
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x. Need a better system to let parents know if a child did or did not make it to 
school. The current system can take until the afternoon to notify parents. 

xi. The City should… 
1.  review all school sites for improvements 

a. Crosswalks  
b. Markings  
c. Signals 

2. Help form a walking school bus 
3. Conduct evidenced based pedestrian planning 
4. Utilize an online / phone application reporting system like Shareabouts 

for individuals to report problems with sidewalks, etc. 
5. Bring back the Safe and Drug Free Schools Wichita Police. They were 

wonderful about educating students. 
6. Contact the Sedgwick County Health Department staff for more 

information about pedestrian related efforts.  
ii. Consider creating a pop-up event where helmets, reflectors, and water bottles 

are distributed. 
4. Safe Routes to School 

a. Safe Kids partnered with the WAMPO, USD 259 and others to produce a SRTS plan for 
two schools in Wichita.  

i. Looked at crash data 
ii. Installed improvements 

1. Ped signals  
2. Crosswalk 

iii. Did not have funding for a walking school bus, but wanted to try one. 
iv. Looked at the sexual offender registry too. 

 

5. Future opportunities for community engagement 
 

6. Wrap up and next steps 

Seniors Organizations Listening Session 
 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan 
 
Seniors Organizations 
 
Meeting Summary 
 
July 15, 2013, 4:30 p.m. – 5:30 p.m. 
 
Wichita City Hall, 10th Floor 

455 N. Main, Wichita 
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Attendance 
Participants: Annette Graham, Sharon Fearey, Lisa Collier (called in), Cathy Landwehr 

Project Team: 
Ciara Schlichting, Scott Wadle  

Others: 
None 

 

1. Introductions  
a. Everyone introduced themselves. 

 

2. Why a Pedestrian Master Plan? 
a. Ciara and Scott provided a brief overview of why the City was undertaking the planning 

process, how it will be funded, and what the planning process includes. 
 

3. Discussion – seniors mobility challenges and opportunities for improvement 
This portion of the agenda provided an opportunity for the participants to share their thoughts 
about the community related to walking, conversation highlights are listed below and are organized 
according to topic areas. 

a. Walking 
i. Malls are popular sites for seniors to walk 

1. Safe, easy access, climate controlled, and even surface 
2. They drive or take bus to get there 
3. Fear of falling 

ii. Neighborhoods 
1. Overgrowth  
2. Uneven sidewalks 
3. Not well maintained walking infrastructure 
4. Sidewalks sometimes in poor locations – right up against the street 

b. More people walking makes seniors feel safer as pedestrians 
i. Eyes on the street 

c. Seniors “aging in place” - need connections to services 
i. Utilitarian – need to access pharmacies, grocery stores, etc. 

ii. Need to look at sidewalk connections to services 
iii. Former neighborhood services, such as grocery stores, have closed 
iv. Seniors will drive as long as they can (not during rush hour or on certain roads); 

once they can’t drive they typically don’t walk far 
d. Public transportation needs to be improved 

i. Regular bus takes too long  
1. Need to come downtown to go West/East 
2. May not have amenities, shelters, or are paved 
3. Few seniors use buses to get to senior centers 
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ii. Medical (Red Cross) transportation (door-to-door) and Para-transit popular 
alternatives 

e. Seniors need improvements as pedestrians 
i. Improve drainage 

1. Shouldn’t have to step over mud 
ii. Need more time from cross walk signals 

1. Identified Douglas Avenue, across from Century II as specific location for 
this 

iii. Need senior crossing signs, similar to school crossing signs 
iv. Need more even sidewalk surfaces 

f. They believe that taxes should be raised to fund: 
i. Crosswalks 

ii. Repair sidewalks 
iii. Wheelchair-accessible curb cuts 
iv. Traffic calming 
v. Crosswalk timing 

vi. Creating safe, well-lit ways to get to public transportation so that it will be used 
vii. Public transit needs to be improved – takes a long time to get anywhere 

1. Frequency  
2. Access 

g. Sidewalks need to be improved 
i. Not well maintained 

1. Vegetation problems 
ii. No buffer along roadway 

iii. Crossings are not convenient 
1. Have to go out of the way to cross streets 

iv. Missing or impassible sidewalks 
1. Washington Blvd, Lincoln 

h. Incentives needed to get people walking 
i. Walking groups 

ii. Programs exist to encourage seniors to walk 
1. Greenway, McLean 

a. Cross Walk Tennis Club 
b. Park 

2. AARP has a walking program 
3. Schreiber Park Plan with Dan Burden 
4. Walk with Ease 

a. Arthritis-based walking program 
5. Sedgwick County Department on Aging Silver Sneaker program 

a. Teach them to walk safely  
b. Get them into walking groups 
c. Prizes 
d. Socialization is key – peer pressure 

i. Should connect land use for seniors with pedestrian access 
i. Locate senior housing close enough to services that they can walk to 

ii. Need to be in locations where sidewalks are available  
iii. Need mixed use zoning 
iv. Need the city to be planned for purposeful walking 
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j. Need to look at locations of seniors and improve pedestrian access in these areas 
1. 31st & Colvin 
2. Planeview Neighborhood 
3. Save-a-lot good for senior housing along 13th 
4. McAdams 
5. NE Bel Aire 
6. Central NE 
7. 21st & Summerset 
8. 13th & West by Dillons (West Park Towers) 
9. 21st & Amidon 

a. Need intersection improvements here to increase access to 
Dillon’s and Dollar General 

10. Pawnee/Broadway (west) 
11. North Houston Center 
12. Indian Hills 
13. Schwitter Neighborhood (AARP) 
14. Dan Burden 
15. Park Lane Manor (old Salvation Army) 
16. Lincoln & Harry, east of Oliver (WWII housing) 
17. Blvd. Plaza 

a. Safe place for shops, services 
b. Need roundabout, parking along storefronts 

 

4. Future opportunities for community engagement 
 

5. Wrap up and next steps 
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Appendix F: Performance Measures 
Additional Information 

Contents 
Purpose ......................................................................................................................................................... 1 

Goals ............................................................................................................................................................. 1 

Benchmark: Increase the amount of walking in Wichita over the next 10 years by 50%. ....................... 2 

Benchmark: Reduce the Pedestrian Fatality Rate by one third over the next 10 years. .......................... 3 

Benchmark: Increase to 60 percent the percent of survey respondents rating ease of walking in 
Wichita as “excellent or good”. ................................................................................................................ 4 

KDOT Crash Data ........................................................................................................................................... 5 

Census Data (Walking to Work) .................................................................................................................... 6 

Pedestrian Fatality Rate Data ....................................................................................................................... 7 

 

Purpose 
This document is a brief paper to review information collected as a follow-up to requests made by 
committee members during the 6/10/2014 Pedestrian Master Plan Steering Committee and Technical 
Advisory Committee meeting.  

Goals 
The Plan goals are listed below.  

Goal 1: Provide a safe and welcoming pedestrian network 

Goal 2: Improve community accessibility and connections for pedestrians 

Goal 3: Promote a citywide culture of walking 
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Benchmark: Increase the amount of walking in Wichita over the next 10 years 
by 50%.  

Base lines: 

1. Census data – The U.S. Census Bureau 2010-2012 American Community Survey 3-Year 
Estimate reports that walking is the primary means of transportation to work for 1.3 
percent of Wichita resident workers age 16 and over.  
 

2. WAMPO – The WAMPO bicycle and pedestrian counts reported 724 pedestrians 
recorded during the count periods.  

Notes 

• Increasing the amount of people who indicate that walking is their primary means of 
transportation to work would increase the number from 2,321 people to 3,482 people (see the 
Census data later in this document for more information). 
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Benchmark: Reduce the Pedestrian Fatality Rate by one third over the next 10 
years.  

Baseline: 

3. The Pedestrian Fatality Rate per 10,000 daily pedestrian commuters is calculated by 
taking average number of annual pedestrian fatalities from crashes with motor vehicles 
(calculated from KDOT data) divided by the estimated annual number of commuters 
walking to work, divided by 10,000 (from Census American Community Survey three 
year average). The Alliance for Biking and Walking 2014 Benchmarking Report reports 
the 2009-2011 Pedestrian Fatality Rate for Wichita at 16.8. 

Notes 
• There is a discrepancy between the Pedestrian Fatality Rate calculated in the 2014 Bicycling and 

Walking Benchmarking report and my calculations. I suspect this is due the data source for the 
number of pedestrian fatalities.  
 

• If the Pedestrian Fatality Rate was reduced by 1/3rd then it would be approximately 11.1. This 
can be accomplished by:  

 
o increasing the number of people who walk to work by 50 percent (this matches the 

current benchmark);  
 

o reducing the average number pedestrians killed in motor vehicle crashes each year by 
approximately 65 percent; or 

 
o a combination of the two. 

 
• The average number of pedestrian fatalities from motor vehicle crashes has remained fairly 

consistent since 2005 –around 4 deaths per year (see the KDOT crash data).  
 

• The number of people 16 years and older that report walking as their primary means of 
transportation to work has fallen since 2005, but remained relatively stable since 2008. 
 

• The calculated Pedestrian Fatality Rate for Wichita has remained fairly consistent with a score 
around 17. One exception was the period 2008-2010, when the average number of pedestrian 
fatalities went down by 1 fatality. This resulted in a score of 12.9 (see the Pedestrian Fatality 
Rate Data for more info). 
 

• The Pedestrian Fatality Rate for the Peer Cities reviewed as part of this planning process. 
City 2007-2009 2009-2011 
Kansas City, MO 10.6 20.7 
Denver, CO 5.1 7.7 
Omaha, NE 1.6 4.6 
Oklahoma City, OK 12.1 20.0 
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Benchmark: Increase to 60 percent the percent of survey respondents rating 
ease of walking in Wichita as “excellent or good”.  

Baseline: 

1. Year 2012: As part of the National Citizen Survey, 47 percent of Wichita survey 
respondents rated the east of walking in Wichita as “excellent” or “good”.  

Notes 
o The results of the survey are proprietary to each community, so there is no master list to 

compare communities.  
 

o A quick internet search shows the following responses from residents for the question 
related to the ease of walking in the city. The percentage indicates those that responded 
good or excellent.  

 

 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 
Kansas City, MO Different survey company and questions  
Denver, CO 68% 71% 70% 67% 68% 
Omaha, NE No results online 
Oklahoma City, OK Different survey company and questions 
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KDOT Crash Data 
 

KDOT Data - Crashes Involving Pedestrians in the Wichita City 
Limits 

 
All  Deaths Injuries Unharmed 

2000 91 1 92 1 
2001 115 6 112 0 
2002 116 3 115 1 
2003 93 1 97 0 
2004 87 3 86 2 
2005 82 3 82 2 
2006 102 5 102 0 
2007 114 6 111 0 
2008 77 1 80 0 
2009 88 5 87 0 
2010 80 3 81 0 
2011 77 4 78 0 
2012 102 5 108 0 
2013 72 5 78 0 

 
1,296 51 1,309 6 

 
Average Pedestrian Deaths from Motor Vehicle Crashes 

Years Deaths 
2005-2007 4.7 
2006-2008 4.0 
2007-2009 4.0 
2008-2010 3.0 
2009-2011 4.0 
2010-2012 4.0 
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Census Data (Walking to Work) 
ACS 3 Year Estimates 

Year 

Walking as Primary 
Means of 

Transportation to Work 
16 and Older 

Total Pop 
Workers 16 
years and 

over 

Number - walking as primary 
means of transportation to 

work and 16 or over 
2005-2007 1.6% 168,908 2,703 
2006-2008 1.4% 172,468 2,415 
2007-2009 1.3% 175,002 2,275 
2008-2010 1.3% 179,047 2,328 
2009-2011 1.3% 177,915 2,313 
2010-2012 1.3% 178,565 2,321 

2024 - 50% increase 3,482 
2024 - 300% increase 6,964 

Source: table S0801 
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Pedestrian Fatality Rate Data 
 

 

 

 

Average 
number of 
pedestrian and 
motor vehicle 
crash 
pedestrian 
fatalities 
(KDOT) 

Estimated annual 
number of 
commuters 
walking to work 
(ACS) 

Pedestrian 
Fatality 
Rate 

Ped. 
Fatalities 
rate per 10K 
daily ped 
commuters 

2005-2007 4.7 2,703 17.3 0.27 
2006-2008 4.0 2,415 16.6 0.24 
2007-2009 4.0 2,275 17.6 0.23 
2008-2010 3.0 2,328 12.9 0.23 
2009-2011 City of Wichita 4.0 2,313 17.3 0.23 
2024 Wichita - increased 
pedestrians by 50% 4.0 3,470  11.5 0.35 
2024 Wichita - reduced deaths by 
35% 2.6 2313 11.2 0.23 
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Appendix G – Draft 2014-2015 Annual 
Implementation Work Plan  
Wichita residents expressed a desire for improvements to improve conditions for walking in Wichita, 
shown through multiple meetings, surveys, and plans. In 2013 and 2014, the Wichita stakeholders 
developed the Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan (Plan) as a guide for how our City can improve conditions 
for walking. This civic plan was endorsed by the City Council on ####. The Plan recommends that the City 
produce an annual implementation work plan and seek approval of it by the Wichita Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Advisory Board in order to ensure year to year progress toward implementing the Plan. This 
document is the City’s annual implementation work plan for 2014-2015, approved by the Wichita Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Advisory Board at their ##### meeting. This work plan was developed through 
coordination with the department directors of the lead departments identified in the Plan strategies and 
actions (Chapter #).  

2014-2015 Implementation Actions 
Target City Lead 

Department  
Plan 
Strategy 

Create street design guidance manual and present to City Council 
for endorsement 

Planning  Strategy 1 

Create and present a routine accommodation policy to City Council 
for endorsement 

Planning  Strategy 6 

Update the Report Wichita mobile application maintenance 
reporting tools to submit pedestrian maintenance issues 

IT  Strategy 7 

Assist with the identification and inventory of one (1) school 
walking route. 

Public Works  Strategy 6 

Create marked crosswalk policy Public Works Strategy3 
Submit a request for funding for the street tree program Parks  Strategy 8 
Partner with Safe Kids to support Walk to School Day 2015 Police  Strategy 9 
Publish an Implementation Progress report for the Pedestrian 
Master Plan 

Planning  Strategy # 

 

ATTEST: 

 
 

  

Jack Brown, Wichita Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board Chairperson  Date 
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Rationale  
Below are brief highlights for why the individual actions listed above are included in this annual work 
plan.  

Create street design guidance manual and present to City Council for endorsement 
• The design guidance will impact many City projects now and into the future.  
• The design guidance can establish a standard for good design that improves the safety of and 

conditions for walking.  
• This action is timely, as the City is current developing the design guidance. 

Create and present a routine accommodation policy to City Council for endorsement 
• The routine accommodation policy will benefit many City projects now and into the future.  
• This action is timely, as the City is currently developing the policy.  

Update the Report Wichita mobile application maintenance reporting tools to submit pedestrian 
maintenance issues  

• The City unveiled the application Report Wichita in 2013 and this will be an opportunity to 
ensure the City’s commitment to maintaining the application.  

• This will be an opportunity to expand the capacity of an existing application. 
• Enhanced ways to report issues related to sidewalks impacts a large percentage of Wichita 

residents 

Assist with the identification and inventory of one (1) school walking route 
• This action will be an opportunity to try the identification and inventory for the first time. 

Create marked crosswalk policy 
• This is a onetime action that will impact many projects today and into the future.  
• There are many synergies with the creation of the City’s street design guidance.  

Submit a request for funding for the street tree program 
• The funding of this program can benefit Wichita residents throughout the City.  
• This action is a way for the Park Department to be engaged in the implementation process in 

2015. 

Partner with Safe Kids to support Walk to School Day 2015 
• This will be an opportunity to continue the existing partnership with Safe Kids.  

Publish an Implementation Progress report for the Pedestrian Master Plan 
• This action is key to celebrating the successes and providing accountability for the 

implementation of the Plan.  
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Appendix H – Prioritization Checklist 
This appendix presents an example project prioritization checklist. A structured process to determine 
which projects meet the Pedestrian Plan goals is presented in Chapter 6 and recommended as an 
implementation action (see Strategy 10). This example checklist uses nine categories to prioritize 
projects. The categories are weighted based on how well they address the goals of the Wichita 
Pedestrian Master Plan (see Chapter 3) with a total possible score of 100 points. Projects receiving the 
highest scores should be considered to be more in line with the Plan and are recommended for 
prioritization over projects with lower scores.   
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Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan Project 
Prioritization Checklist - Example 
Project Name  
Project Description  
Planned 
Construction Date 

 

Project Manager  

Students 
Maximum of 20 points possible  

Weighting Category Score 
1. Is the proposed project within 0.25 miles of a school property?  

• Yes (10 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

2. Is the proposed project along a school walking route? 
• Yes (15 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

1. Will the proposed project make improvements to one or more 
pedestrian crossings that is/are along school walking route?  

• Yes (20 points) 
• No (0 points)  

 

Highest Score  
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Seniors 
Maximum of 20 points possible 

Weighting Category Score 
1. Is the proposed project within 0.25 miles of a multi-family senior 

housing development?  
• Yes (10 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

2. Is the proposed project along a senior walking route? 
• Yes (15 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

3. Will the proposed project make improvements to one or more 
pedestrian crossings that is/are along senior walking route? 

• Yes (20 points) 
• No (0 points)  

 

Highest Score  

Pedestrian Crossings 
Maximum of 15 points possible 

Will the proposed project improve a priority pedestrian crossing 
identified as part of Strategy 2 or 3 in the Pedestrian Plan? 

• Yes (15 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Gaps 
Maximum of 10 points possible 

Will the proposed project fill in a gap in the existing pedestrian 
network? 

• Yes (10 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Safety 
Maximum of 10 points possible 

Is the proposed project along a one mile segment of a Safety Corridor 
with 15 crashes or more? 

• Yes, a segment with 15 or more crashes (10 points) 
• Yes, a segment with 1-14 crashes (5 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  3 
Appendix H: Prioritization Checklist 
 

463



 

Transit Users 
Maximum of 10 points possible 

Weighting Category Score 
1. Will the proposed project provide a connection to a transit route? 

• Yes, 1 route (5points) 
• Yes, 2+ routes (10 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

3. Will the proposed project make a pedestrian crossing improvement 
along a transit route? 

• Yes (10 points) 

 

Highest Score  

Public Concern 
Maximum of 5 points 

Will the proposed project address a public concern, such as comments 
submitted through Wichita Reports or other documented concerns?  

• Yes (5 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Travel Connections 
Maximum of 5 points 

Will the proposed project provide a connection between 
transportation origins and destinations? 

• Yes (5 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Public Park or Amenity Connections 
Maximum of 5 points 

Will the proposed project provide access to one or more parks and/or 
public amenities? 

• Yes (5 points) 
• No (0 points) 

 

Total Score: 
Note: an additional consideration may be needed to address geographic equity of the distribution of 
projects.  
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Appendix I: Policy Considerations for 
Design Treatments  
The design treatments described in Chapter 7 are intended to be used as a toolbox for City staff and the 
general public of options that can be applied to Wichita’s streets to improve pedestrian safety and 
increasing walk trips, key elements of the Plan. Below are additional policy recommendations that 
would supplement these design concepts. 

Sidewalk Zone 
• When reconstructing sidewalks and relocating utilities, all above ground utility access points 

should be relocated outside of the Pedestrian Zone, where practicable to reduce slip and trip 
hazards. 

• In certain contexts (e.g., business districts, historic areas, major transit stops) pavement 
materials such as brick, stone or textured concrete may be desired. In such cases a maintenance 
agreement that identifies the entity responsible for ongoing maintenance will be required. 

Building Frontage Zone 
• Consider requiring primary building entrances to be visible and directly accessible from the 

sidewalk. 
• Parking encroachment from adjacent parking lots into the Sidewalk Zone should be avoided with 

the use of appropriate set-backs or barriers such as wheel stops or curb on private property, or 
by requiring a widened Frontage Zone as a revision to the building code or Wichita Municipal 
Code. 

Amenity Zone 
• For new developments in business districts and where opportunities are available to create 

additional width, site designs should accommodate wider sidewalks with generous Amenity 
Zones in the future. 

• Permeable paving may be considered where appropriate.  Refurbished, reused and recycled 
materials should be considered.  

Downtown Streets 
• The Amenity Zone is characterized by planters and high-quality finishes. Street furniture, bike 

parking, public art, wayfinding, sidewalk cafes and unobtrusive utility elements are featured in 
the Amenity Zone.  
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Business District Corridors 
• The Amenity Zone should be as generous as possible and flexible in order to accommodate 

green infrastructure, public art, transit amenities, sidewalk cafes and public space that support a 
variety of activities. Amenity Zone widths can range from 6 feet to 12 feet. 

Connector Trail 
• Connector trails can be established through various policy mechanisms in existing and new 

developments: 
o Voluntary easement 
o Easement required at time of  property sale: designate the purpose of the easement or 

land reserved to public use 
o Development regulations  

• Utility easements (may be included in easement for utility access). 
• Develop a network of paths to create links between neighborhoods, open spaces, recreational 

areas and schools. 
• Review proposed zoning ordinances to ensure that use and development potential are 

appropriately supported by either existing or planned transportation systems. 

Driveway Design 
• Review and update the city of Wichita Driveway Design Standards Plates 

Driveway Consolidation 
• Systematically review and remove redundant driveways at locations with high levels of 

pedestrians. Use in areas such as downtown and in business districts. (Also see Driveways Near 
Intersections). 

• Review all public and private projects to ensure that driveways are either removed or relocated 
from close proximity to intersections. 

• If driveway consolidation is possible, remove the driveway entrances closest to the intersection. 
• On major arterials there are minimum driveway spacing requirements to provide sufficient distance 

between driveways for driver expectancy and traffic flow purposes. 

Driveways Near Intersections 
• For new development, incorporate Access Management Guidelines into the site review process. 
• For redevelopment projects, provide guidance for consolidation of driveways per the Access 

Management Guidelines. Review and remove redundant driveways at locations with high levels 
of pedestrian use such as downtown and neighborhood commercial areas. 

• Review and update the City of Wichita Building Code for driveway placement in relation to 
intersections. 
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• Review all public and private projects to ensure that driveways are either removed or relocated 
from close proximity to intersections.  

• If driveway consolidation is possible, remove the driveway entrances closest to the intersection. 
• Review and revise the Access Management Guidelines to specify how the measure the distance 

of the driveway from the property line. 

Illumination Along Corridors 
• Illumination should be targeted at intersections and mid-block crossings; and secondarily along 

roadways. 

Illumination at Pedestrian Crossings 
• Priority should be given to providing enhanced pedestrian lighting at intersections near high use 

areas. 
• Target areas with higher crash rates and pedestrian volumes, universities/schools, major transit 

routes, and pedestrian generators. 

Modify Skewed Intersections 
• Priority should be given to intersections with identified crash problems, on school walking 

routes, near transit stops, or with high pedestrian use. 

Back In Angle Parking 
• Update Wichita Parking Standards to include back-in angle parking. 
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Appendix J: Pedestrian Collision Data 
Pedestrian Collision Data for the City of Wichita compiled by the Kansas Department of 
Transportation. 
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Wichita Pedestrian Master Plan  
October Revisions 
 

Purpose 
This document summarizes significant changes in the October 20, 2014 draft of the Wichita Pedestrian 

Master Plan that differ from the previous version reviewed by the City advisory boards and planning 

commission.  

 Page 81 – added a note that the design guidance is for the City of Wichita public projects and 

not a requirement for private development. 

 

 Pages 83 – 157 – added a note to each page indicating that the information is design guidance 

and not requirements.  

 

 Pages 83, 85, and 87:  

o revised the Frontage Zone preferred dimensions from 2-6 feet to 2-8 feet;  

o revised the Pedestrian Zone minimum desirable dimensions from 8 and 6 feet to 5 feet;  

o revised the Amenity Zone minimum desirable dimensions from 6 and 5 feet to 5 feet.  
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Page 1 of 1 
 
 

             Agenda Report No. IV-5 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Amendment to Metropolitan Area Planning Department Filing Fees 
 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   New Business  
 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Place the Ordinance on first reading and authorize the necessary 
signatures.  
 
Background:  Historically, filing fees for development applications were reviewed and adjusted every 
three years.  In 2001, the Wichita City Council indefinitely deferred a proposed ten percent increase in 
filing fees.  However, the proposed increase was eventually approved in February, 2005.  In the nearly ten 
years since then, the Planning Department has not requested a filing fee increase.  Planning staff is 
recommending the increases to the filing fees shown in Attachment #1.  These adjustments, if adopted, 
would become effective upon final publication of the Ordinance. 
        
Analysis:  The proposal is to increase filing fees by 15 percent across the board (with rounding to the 
nearest five dollars.)  This increase averages approximately 1.67 percent a year over the last nine years 
which is less than the inflation rate of 22 percent over the same period.  The amendment would help to 
offset increased costs to operate the department (salaries, employee benefits, commodity items used in 
normal office operations and technology improvements to enhance customer service provided by staff). 
 
Financial Considerations:  The recommended fee increases will generate estimated additional revenue 
of $25,000 annually over current levels.  The 2015 Adopted Budget included increased fee revenue to 
enhance cost recovery and sustainability of the Planning Fund.  Current filing fees collected offset about 
ten percent of department costs. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the Ordinance as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council place the Ordinance on first reading 
and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:   

• Attachment #1 – MAPD Filing Fees 
• Attachment #2 – Ordinance (Delineated) 
• Attachment #3 – Ordinance  
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Attachment #3 
 

(150004) Published in the Wichita Eagle on November 28, 2014 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-887 
 
                                 

A ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SECTIONS 2.26.010, 2.26.020 AND 2.26.030 OF THE CODE OF THE CITY 
OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO FEES AND CHARGES FOR PLANNING AND ZONING, BOARD 
OF ZONING APPEALS AND SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS AND PROCEEDINGS; AND REPEALING THE 
ORIGINAL SECTION. 
 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
SECTION 1.  Section 2.26.010 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.010 Fees for zoning applications.  For the purpose of defraying costs of zoning proceedings, the governing 
body establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 

(1) Change of zoning district boundaries or classification. Upon the filing of each application for a change of 
zoning district boundaries or classification where authorized by the zoning ordinance, the following shall be 
paid based on the zoning classification requested: 

 
“RR”, “SF-20”, “SF-10”, “SF-5”, “TF-3”   $505 plus $25 per acre 
 
“MF-18”, “MF-29”, “MH”, “U”, “B”, “NO”, “GO”, “NR” $760 plus $25 per acre 
 
“LC”, “GC”, “CBD”, “OW”, “IP”, “LI”, “GI”   $1,010 plus $25 per acre 

 
(2) Community Unit Plan. Upon the filing of each application for a Community Unit Plan (C.U.P.), the 

following shall be paid: 
 

Original – when filed separately     $1,010 plus $25 per acre 
 
Original – when filed with rezoning application   $695 plus $25 per acre 
 
Major Amendments (design or use change that    $1,010 
would affect 50% or more of the area contained  
with the C.U.P.) 
 
Minor Amendments (design or use change that   $695 
would affect less than 50% of the area contained 
with the C.U.P.) 

 
(3) Planned Unit Development. Upon the filing of each application for a Planned Unit Development (P.U.D.), 

the following shall be paid: 
 
Original       $1,010 plus $25 per acre 
 
Major Amendments (design or use change that    $1,010 
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would affect 50% or more of the area contained 
with the P.U.D.) 
 
Minor Amendments (design or use change that   $695 
would affect less than 50% of the area contained 
with the P.U.D.) 

 
(4) Protective overlay. No fee shall be charged to process a Protective Overlay (P.O.) except in the following 

instances: 
 

A fee of five hundred five dollars ($505) shall be paid upon the filing of a new application for a Protective 
Overlay. 
 
A fee of five hundred five dollars ($505) shall be paid upon the filing of each application for an amendment 
or termination of a Protective Overlay in any district, except for property zoned "LC" Limited Commercial or 
"GC" General Commercial six (6) acres in size or larger. 
 
Property zoned "LC" Limited Commercial or "GC" General Commercial six (6) acres in size or larger held in 
a single ownership or under single control shall be charged a fee equal to that charged for a Community Unit 
Plan as established in Sec. 21-47(a)(2). 

 
(5) Conditional Use. Upon the filing of each application for a conditional use (C.U.), the following shall be paid: 
 

Residential Use       $380 
 
Non-Residential Use      $635 plus $25 per acre 
 
Renewal       one-half the fee listed for the applicable use 
 
Filed with zone change application    one-half the fee listed for the applicable use 

 
(6) Deferral. An applicant requesting deferral of a case shall be charged a fee of one hundred twenty five dollars 

($125) to cover administrative costs at such time that the deferral is granted. 
 
(7) Adjustment. A fee shall be charged for processing an adjustment to a Community Unit Plan, Planned Unit 

Development, Conditional Use, Protective Overlay, or Zoning standard.  If the applicant appeals the Zoning 
Adjustment to the Board of Zoning Appeals, said fee shall be credited toward the fee required for a Variance 
as established in sec. 21-48(a). 

 
Residential Use       $160 
 
Non-Residential Use      $160 
 
Additional Zoning Adjustment      $55 
on same lot 
 
Administrative Permit for     $160 
wireless facility 
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(8) Withdrawal. If an applicant should withdraw an application that requires governing body approval within 
two (2) weeks after the Planning Commission hearing, the applicant shall be refunded fifteen (15) percent of 
the application fee. 

 
(9) Receipt. A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such a payment and records thereof shall be 

kept in such a manner as prescribed by law. 
 

SECTION 2.  Section 2.26.020 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.020 For the purpose of defraying costs of Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) proceedings, the governing 
body establishes the following schedule of fees to be paid at the time of filing for the application: 
 

(1) Appeals of Administrative Interpretations   $100 
 Zoning Verification Letter     $100 
 Zoning Interpretation Letter     $100 
 
(2) Variances for Residential Uses     $440 plus $33 per additional zoning lot 
   Additional variance on same zoning lot    $125 
 
(3) Variances for Non-Residential Uses    $635 plus $33 per additional zoning lot 
  Additional variance on same lot     $190 
 
(4) Modified Site Plan Review     $100 
 
(5) Time Extension for BZA conditions    $65 
 
A separate fee shall be required for each proceeding 

 
SECTION 3.  Section 2.26.030 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.030 For the purpose of defraying costs of subdivision applications and proceedings, the governing body 
establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 
(a) Subdivision applications. Upon the filing of each application for subdivision approval, the following shall be 

paid: 
 
(1) One hundred ninety dollars ($190.00) for a sketch plat. Said one hundred ninety dollar fee shall be credited 

toward the fee required for a preliminary plat as established in subsection b. 
 

(2) Seven hundred sixty dollars ($760.00) plus sixteen dollars ($16.00) per lot for a preliminary plat. If the 
property is zoned or approved for rezoning to other than a one-family or two-family district, a sixteen-dollar 
per acre fee will be charged instead of sixteen dollars ($16.00) per lot. 

 
(3) Seven hundred sixty dollars ($760.00) plus sixteen dollars ($16.00) per lot for a one-step plat. If the property 

is zoned or approved for rezoning to other than a one-family or two-family district, a sixteen-dollar per acre 
fee will be charged instead of sixteen dollars ($16.00) per lot. 

 
(4) Whenever an overall preliminary plat is finaled out in portions, each final plat after the first shall be charged 

a fee of five hundred five dollars ($505.00) for administration purposes. 
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(5) A two-hundred-twenty-five-dollar fee shall be charged for any revised preliminary or final plat which, in the 
opinion of the director of planning, requires a rehearing before the subdivision and utility advisory 
committee. If, in the opinion of the director of planning, proposed revisions are so significant as to constitute 
a new plat, the fee required for a preliminary plat as established in subsection b. will be charged. 

 
(6) Three hundred fifteen dollars ($315) plus eight dollars ($8) per lot for a replat resulting from requirements of 

zone case approval. Said Three hundred fifteen dollars ($315) plus eight dollars ($8) per lot filing fee shall be 
charged when the zone change involves an existing platted lot(s) for which a building permit could be issued. 
If the property is approved for rezoning to other than one-family or two-family district, an eight dollar per 
acre fee shall be charged instead of eight dollars ($8) per lot. 

 
(b) Lot split applications. Upon the filing of each application for lot split approval, the following shall be paid: 

 
(1)  Residential zoned lot split two hundred fifty-five dollars ($255.00) plus sixty-five dollars ($65.00) per lot. 

 
(2)  Office, commercial or industrial zoned lot split three hundred fifteen dollars ($315.00) plus sixty-five dollars 

($65.00) per lot. 
 

(c)  Vacation applications. The filing fee for vacation applications shall be four hundred forty-five dollars ($445.00). 
A lesser fee of two hundred twenty five dollars ($225.00) shall be assessed for reprocessing a vacation case 
previously considered and approved by the planning commission and governing body, but never completed. 

 
(d) Amending letter of credit, performance bond, or cash guarantee. The fee for amending a letter of credit, 

performance bond or cash guarantee that was submitted to assure the construction of required improvements 
shall be sixty-five dollars ($65.00). 

 
(e) Street name change. The fee for processing a street name change request shall be two hundred fifty five dollars 

($255.00). 
 
(f) Extension of platting time. The fee for processing a request for extension of platting time associated with a zone 

change request shall be sixty-five dollars ($65.00) for an administrative action. A one-hundred-twenty-five-dollar 
fee shall be required for a platting time extension when governing body approval is required. 

 
(g) Additional costs. For subdivision applications, the charges associated with engineering costs and recording 

documents are in addition to the filing fees. These will be billed to the applicant.  
 
SECTION 4.  Section 2.26.040 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.040 For the purpose of defraying costs, the governing body establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 
(a) Sign Code Adjustment. A fee of one hundred sixty dollars shall be charged for processing a sign code adjustment 

application. After the one hundred sixty dollar original fee for a sign code adjustment, any additional adjustments 
on the same lot shall require a fifty five dollar fee for each additional adjustment requested on the same 
application as the original adjustment. If the applicant appeals the sign code adjustment to the board of zoning 
appeals, the fee for the adjustment shall be credited toward the fee required for a variance as established in 
Section 2.26.020 

 
(b) Special Review Approval for Off-Site Billboard Sign Permits. A fee of five hundred seventy five dollars shall be 

charged for processing a special review approval for off-site billboard sign permit application. 
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SECTION 5.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita and shall be effective upon its 
adoption and publication once in the official City newspaper. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS 
THIS 25th DAY OF November, 2014. 
 
 
 
 
        ____________________________ 
        Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:  
 
       
________________________________      
Karen Sublett, City Clerk      
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney 
& Director of Law  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(SEAL) 
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MAPD FILING FEES Attachment #1

APPLICATION TYPE FILING FEES PROPOSED INCREASE

ZONING CHANGES
RR, SF-20, SF-10, SF-5, TF-3 $440 + $22/ACRE $505 + $25/ACRE
MF-18, MF-29, MH, U, B, NO, GO, NR $660 + $22/ACRE $760 + $25/ACRE
LC, GC, CBD, OW, IP, LI, GI $880 + $22/ACRE $1,010 + $25/ACRE

COMMUNITY UNIT PLAN (CUP)
ORIGINAL $880 + $22/ACRE $1,010 + $25/ACRE
ORIGINAL FILED WITH REZONING APPLICATION $605 + $22/ACRE $695 + $25/ACRE
MAJOR AMENDMENTS $880 $1,010
MINOR AMENDMENTS $605 $695

PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT (PUD)
ORIGINAL $880 + $20/ACRE $1,010 + $25/ACRE
MAJOR AMENDMENTS $880 $1,010
MINOR AMENDMENTS $605 $695

PROTECTIVE OVERLAY (PO)
NEW (SEPARATE FROM ZONE CHANGE) $505
AMENDMENT OR TERMINATION $440 $505
IN LIEU OF CUP $880 + $22/ACRE $1,010 + $25/ACRE

CONDITIONAL USE (CU)
RESIDENTIAL USE $330 $380
NON-RESIDENTIAL USE $550 + $22/ACRE $635 + $25/ACRE
FILED WITH REZONING APPLICATION 1/2 CU FEE 1/2 CU FEE
RENEWAL 1/2 ORIGINAL FEE 1/2 ORIGINAL FEE

APPEALS OF ADMINISTRATIVE INTERPRET. $85 $100
ZONING VERFICATION LETTER $100
ZONING INTERPRETATION LETTER $100

VARIANCES
RESIDENTIAL $380 + $28/ZONING LOT $440 + $33/ZONING LOT

ADDITIONAL VARIANCE ON SAME LOT $110 $125
NON-RESIDENTIAL $550 + $28/ZONING LOT $635 + $33/ZONING LOT

ADDITIONAL VARIANCE ON SAME LOT $165 $190
MODIFIED SITE PLAN REVIEW $85 $100
TIME EXTENSION FOR BZA CONDITIONS $55 $65

DEFERRAL (REQUESTED BY APPLICANT) $110 $125

ADMINISTRATIVE ADJUSTMENTS
RESIDENTIAL $140 $160
NON-RESIDENTIAL $140 $160
ADDITIONAL ZONING ADJUSTMENT ON SAME LOT $50 $55
ADMINISTRATIVE PERMIT FOR WIRELESS FACILITY $140 $160

OFF-SITE BILLBOARD SIGN PERMIT* $500 $575
(* City Fee Only)
SUBDIVISION
SKETCH PLAT $165 $190
PRELIMINARY PLAT $660 + $14/LOT OR ACRE $760 + $16/LOT OR ACRE
ONE-STEP PLAT $660 + $14/LOT OR ACRE $760 + $16/LOT OR ACRE
FINAL FORM ONLY $300 + $7/LOT OR ACRE (REMOVED IN 02/2009)
FINAL PORTIONS OF PRELIMINARY PLAT $440 $505
REVISION TO PRELIMINARY PLAT $195 $225
REPLAT AS CONDITION OF ZONING CHANGE $275 + $7/LOT OR ACRE $315 + $8/LOT OR ACRE
PLATTING TIME EXTENSION $55 ADMIN.; $110 GOV. BODY $65 ADMIN.; $125 GOV. BODY
AMENDED LETTER OF CR., BOND OR GUARANTEE $55 $65
STREET NAME CHANGE $220 $255

VACATION $385 $445
REPROCESSING $195 $225

LOT SPLIT
RESIDENTIAL $220 + $55/LOT $255 + $65/LOT
OFFICE, COMMERCIAL OR INDUSTRIAL $275 + $55/LOT $315 + $65/LOT

476



1 
 

Attachment #2 
 

(150004) Published in the Wichita Eagle on __________________________ 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO.   ________________ 
 
                                 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE SECTIONS 2.26.010, 2.26.020 AND 2.26.030 OF THE CODE OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO FEES AND CHARGES FOR PLANNING AND ZONING, 
BOARD OF ZONING APPEALS AND SUBDIVISION APPLICATIONS AND PROCEEDINGS; AND 
REPEALING THE ORIGINAL SECTION. 
 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
SECTION 1.  Section 2.26.010 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.010 Fees for zoning applications.  For the purpose of defraying costs of zoning proceedings, the governing 
body establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 

(1) Change of zoning district boundaries or classification. Upon the filing of each application for a change of 
zoning district boundaries or classification where authorized by the zoning ordinance, the following shall be 
paid based on the zoning classification requested: 

 
“RR”, “SF-20”, “SF-10”, “SF-5”, “TF-3”   $440 plus $22 per acre 
        $505 plus $25 per acre 
 
“MF-18”, “MF-29”, “MH”, “U”, “B”, “NO”, “GO”, “NR” $660 plus $22 per acre 
        $760 plus $25 per acre 
 
“LC”, “GC”, “CBD”, “OW”, “IP”, “LI”, “GI”   $880 plus $22 per acre 
        $1,010 plus $25 per acre 

 
(2) Community Unit Plan. Upon the filing of each application for a Community Unit Plan (C.U.P.), the 

following shall be paid: 
 

Original – when filed separately     $880 plus $22 per acre 
        $1,010 plus $25 per acre 
 
Original – when filed with rezoning application   $605 plus $22 per acre 
        $695 plus $25 per acre 
 
Major Amendments (design or use change that    $880 
would affect 50% or more of the area contained    $1,010 
with the C.U.P.) 
 
Minor Amendments (design or use change that   $605 
would affect less than 50% of the area contained   $695 
with the C.U.P.) 
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(3) Planned Unit Development. Upon the filing of each application for a Planned Unit Development (P.U.D.), 
the following shall be paid: 
 
Original       $880 plus $20 per acre 
        $1,010 plus $25 per acre 
 
Major Amendments (design or use change that    $880 
would affect 50% or more of the area contained   $1,010 
with the P.U.D.) 
 
Minor Amendments (design or use change that   $605 
would affect less than 50% of the area contained   $695 
with the P.U.D.) 

 
(4) Protective overlay. No fee shall be charged to process a Protective Overlay (P.O.) except in the following 

instances: 
 

A fee of five hundred five dollars ($505) shall be paid upon the filing of a new application for a Protective 
Overlay. 
 
A fee of four hundred forty dollars ($440) A fee of five hundred five dollars ($505) shall be paid upon the 
filing of each application for an amendment or termination of a Protective Overlay in any district, except for 
property zoned "LC" Limited Commercial or "GC" General Commercial six (6) acres in size or larger. 
 
Property zoned "LC" Limited Commercial or "GC" General Commercial six (6) acres in size or larger held in 
a single ownership or under single control shall be charged a fee equal to that charged for a Community Unit 
Plan as established in Sec. 21-47(a)(2). 

 
(5) Conditional Use. Upon the filing of each application for a conditional use (C.U.), the following shall be paid: 
 

Residential Use       $330 
        $380 
 
Non-Residential Use      $550 plus $22 per acre 
        $635 plus $25 per acre 
 
Renewal       one-half the fee listed for the applicable use 
 
Filed with zone change application    one-half the fee listed for the applicable use 

 
(6) Deferral. An applicant requesting deferral of a case shall be charged a fee of one hundred ten dollars ($110) 

one hundred twenty five dollars ($125) to cover administrative costs at such time that the deferral is granted. 
 
(7) Adjustment. A fee of one hundred forty dollars shall be charged for processing an adjustment to a community 

unit plan, planned unit development, conditional use, protective overlay, or zoning standard. If the applicant 
appeals the zoning adjustment to the board of zoning appeals, said one hundred forty dollar fee shall be 
credited toward the fee required for a variance as established in Section 2.26.020. After the one hundred forty 
dollar original fee for a zoning adjustment, any additional zoning adjustments on the same lot shall require a 
fifty dollar fee for each adjustment.  A fee shall be charged for processing an adjustment to a Community 
Unit Plan, Planned Unit Development, Conditional Use, Protective Overlay, or Zoning standard.  If the 

478



3 
 

applicant appeals the Zoning Adjustment to the Board of Zoning Appeals, said fee shall be credited toward 
the fee required for a Variance as established in sec. 21-48(a). 

 
Residential Use       $140 
        $160 
 
Non-Residential Use      $140 
        $160 
 
Additional Zoning Adjustment      $50 
on same lot       $55 
 
Administrative Permit for     $140 
wireless facility       $160 

 
(8) Withdrawal. If an applicant should withdraw an application that requires governing body approval within 

two (2) weeks after the Planning Commission hearing, the applicant shall be refunded fifteen (15) percent of 
the application fee. 

 
(9) Receipt. A written receipt shall be issued to the person making such a payment and records thereof shall be 

kept in such a manner as prescribed by law. 
 

SECTION 2.  Section 2.26.020 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.020 For the purpose of defraying costs of Board of Zoning Appeals (BZA) proceedings, the governing 
body establishes the following schedule of fees to be paid at the time of filing for the application: 
 

(1) Appeals of Administrative Interpretations   $85 
$100 
 

 Zoning Verification Letter     $100 
 Zoning Interpretation Letter     $100 
 
(2) Variances for Residential Uses     $380 plus $28 per additional zoning lot 

$440 plus $33 per additional zoning lot 
 

   Additional variance on same zoning lot    $110 
         $125 
 
(3) Variances for Non-Residential Uses    $550 plus $28 per additional zoning lot 

$635 plus $33 per additional zoning lot 
 

  Additional variance on same lot     $165 
         $190 
 
(4) Modified Site Plan Review     $85 

$100 
 
(5) Time Extension for BZA conditions    $55 

$65 
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A separate fee shall be required for each proceeding 
 
SECTION 3.  Section 2.26.030 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.030 For the purpose of defraying costs of subdivision applications and proceedings, the governing body 
establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 
(a) Subdivision applications. Upon the filing of each application for subdivision approval, the following shall be 

paid: 
 
(1) One hundred sixty five dollars ($165) One hundred ninety dollars ($190) for a sketch plat. Said one hundred 

sixty five dollar fee one hundred ninety dollar fee shall be credited toward the fee required for a preliminary 
plat as established in subsection b. 

 
(2) Six hundred sixty dollars ($660) plus fourteen dollars ($14) Seven hundred sixty dollars ($760) plus sixteen 

dollars ($16) per lot for a preliminary plat. If the property is zoned or approved for rezoning to other than a 
one-family or two-family district, a fourteen-dollar sixteen dollar per acre fee will be charged instead of 
fourteen dollars sixteen dollars ($14) ($16) per lot. 

 
(3) Six hundred sixty dollars ($660) plus fourteen dollars ($14) Seven hundred sixty dollars ($760) plus sixteen 

dollars ($16) per lot for a one-step plat. If the property is zoned or approved for rezoning to other than a one-
family or two-family district, a fourteen-dollar sixteen dollar per acre fee will be charged instead of fourteen 
dollars sixteen dollars ($14) ($16) per lot. 

 
(4) Three hundred thirty dollars ($330) plus seven dollars ($7) per lot for a final-form-only plat. If the property is 

zoned or approved for rezoning to other than a one-family or two-family district, a seven-dollar per acre fee 
will be charged instead of seven dollars ($7) per lot. 

 
(5) Whenever an overall preliminary plat is finaled out in portions, each final plat after the first shall be charged 

a fee of four hundred forty dollars ($440) five hundred five dollars ($505) for administration purposes. 
 

(6) A one hundred ninety five dollar fee ($195) two hundred twenty five dollar fee ($225) shall be charged for 
any revised preliminary or final plat which, in the opinion of the director of planning, requires a rehearing 
before the subdivision and utility advisory committee. If, in the opinion of the director of planning, proposed 
revisions are so significant as to constitute a new plat, the fee required for a preliminary plat as established in 
subsection b. will be charged. 

 
(7) Two hundred seventy five dollars ($275) plus seven dollars ($7) Three hundred fifteen dollars ($315) plus 

eight dollars ($8) per lot for a replat resulting from requirements of zone case approval. Said Two hundred 
seventy five dollars ($275) plus seven dollars ($7) Three hundred fifteen dollars ($315) plus eight dollars ($8) 
per lot filing fee shall be charged when the zone change involves an existing platted lot(s) for which a 
building permit could be issued. If the property is approved for rezoning to other than one-family or two-
family district, an seven dollar eight dollar per acre fee shall be charged instead of seven dollars ($7) eight 
dollars ($8) per lot. 

 
(b) Lot split applications. Upon the filing of each application for lot split approval, the following shall be paid: 

 
(1)  Residential zoned lot split two hundred twenty dollars ($220) plus fifty-five dollars ($55) two hundred fifty-

five dollars ($255) plus sixty-five dollars ($65) per lot. 
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(2)  Office, commercial or industrial zoned lot split two hundred seventy five dollars ($275) plus fifty five dollars 
($55) three hundred fifteen dollars ($315) plus sixty five dollars ($65) per lot. 

 
(c)  Vacation applications. The filing fee for vacation applications shall be three hundred eighty five dollars ($385) 

four hundred forty five dollars ($445). A lesser fee of one hundred ninety five dollars ($195) two hundred twenty 
five dollars ($225) shall be assessed for reprocessing a vacation case previously considered and approved by the 
planning commission and governing body, but never completed. 

 
(d) Amending letter of credit, performance bond, or cash guarantee. The fee for amending a letter of credit, 

performance bond or cash guarantee that was submitted to assure the construction of required improvements 
shall be fifty five dollars ($55) sixty five dollars ($65). 

 
(e) Street name change. The fee for processing a street name change request shall be two hundred twenty dollars 

($220) two hundred fifty five dollars ($255). 
 
(f) Extension of platting time. The fee for processing a request for extension of platting time associated with a zone 

change request shall be fifty five dollars ($55) sixty five dollars ($65) for an administrative action. A one 
hundred ten dollar ($110) one hundred twenty five dollar ($125) fee shall be required for a platting time 
extension when governing body approval is required. 

 
(g) Additional costs. For subdivision applications, the charges associated with engineering costs and recording 

documents are in addition to the filing fees. These will be billed to the applicant. For lot split, street name 
changes and vacation applications, costs associated with recording and publishing documents shall be included as 
part of the filing fee and no separate recording or publishing costs will be billed to the applicant. 

 
SECTION 4.  Section 2.26.040 of the Code of the City of Wichita shall be amended to read as follows: 
 
Sec. 2.26.040 For the purpose of defraying costs, the governing body establishes the following schedule of fees: 
 
(a) Sign Code Adjustment. A fee of one hundred forty one hundred sixty dollars shall be charged for processing a 

sign code adjustment application. After the one hundred forty one hundred sixty dollar original fee for a sign 
code adjustment, any additional adjustments on the same lot shall require a fifty-dollar fifty five dollar fee for 
each additional adjustment requested on the same application as the original adjustment. If the applicant appeals 
the sign code adjustment to the board of zoning appeals, the fee for the adjustment shall be credited toward the 
fee required for a variance as established in Section 2.26.020 

 
(b) Special Review Approval for Off-Site Billboard Sign Permits. A fee of five hundred five hundred seventy five 

dollars shall be charged for processing a special review approval for off-site billboard sign permit application. 
 
SECTION 5.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita and shall be effective upon its 
adoption and publication once in the official City newspaper. 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS THIS 
___________ DAY OF _____________________________, 2014. 
 
 
 
        ____________________________ 
        Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
 
ATTEST:  
       
________________________________      
Karen Sublett, City Clerk      
 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
____________________________ 
Sharon L. Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney 
& Director of Law  
 
 
 
 
(SEAL) 
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         Agenda Item No. IV-6 
      

 
City of Wichita 

City Council Meeting 
 Nov. 4, 2014 

 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  Waiver of MABCD Special Assessment Fees   
 
INITIATED BY: Law Department  
 
AGENDA:  New Business  
____________________________________________________________________________________  
 
Recommendation:   Approve the plan and place the ordinance on first reading. 

Background:   Blighted properties continue to be an issue in Wichita neighborhoods, particularly in inner city 
neighborhoods designated as Local Investment Areas (LIAs).  Many of these properties, in addition to being 
blighted, are also tax delinquent.  The City spends a significant amount of time abating these properties and 
attaching the associated costs to the property as special assessment fees.  When the property  ultimately sells at 
County Tax Foreclosure Sale, the City rarely recovers the attached special assessment fees. 
 
Organizations such as Habitat for Humanity, Power CDC and Mennonite Housing partner with the City and 
build new homes in Wichita’s LIAs.  In order to do this, they often seek out property owners of vacant lots and 
offer to take over the lot and pay off the back taxes, or purchase the lot for a reasonable sum.  Frequently with 
vacant lots in LIAs,  the City has paid for the condemnation and demolition of the structure as well as regular 
mowing charges and often costs associated with illegal dumping abatements.  These costs can amount to several 
thousand dollars, far exceeding the real value of the lot.  Staff is proposing the City waive any special 
assessment fees that are related to MABCD expenditures on  properities identified by local nonprofit housing 
organizations as building sites. 
 
Staff reviewed the results of the Sedgwick County Tax Foreclosure sale that occurred on July 10, 2014; there 
were eight properties auctioned that had MABCD special assessments.  The chart below depicts how much 
money the City had invested in the properties and how much the City recouped at the tax sale for the special 
assessments. 
 
Address MABCD assessments Sold for Assessments recouped by City 
2321 N. Fairview $12,603.21 $700 $0 
1547 N. Santa Fe $8,426.44 $600 $0 
620 N. Cleveland $5,076.99 $100 $0 
1817 N. Spruce $6,144 $100 $0 
2715 E. 13th St. N $10,688.38 $100 $0 
1022 N. Green $3,245.48 $50 $0 
1608 N. Volutsia $ 974.24 $50 $0 
1619 N. Fairmount $24,588.90 $5,500 $415* 
Total $71,747.64 $7,200 $415 (potentially) 
   
*This is the maximum amount possible to have been recovered; cannot verify because the tax sale proceeds 
reports don’t differentiate between taxes owed and special assessments owed. 
 
 Analysis:  In order to enhance the possibility that certain properties within the city of Wichita would be 
developed or rehabilitated, the waiver of the City’s special assessments for lot clean-up, mowing, board-up, and 
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liens from judgments would be authorized by City Council. In order to obtain a waiver of said special 
assessments, an applicant would file a completed application with the City Treasurer’s Office.  The applicant 
would be required to meet all of the following requirements in order for the assessment waiver to be presented 
to City Council:  
The 

• The applicant must have a 501(c)(3) designation and have had such designation for at least five years;  
• The property upon which the waiver is being requested must be located within one of the City of 

Wichita’s designated Local Investment Areas; 
• The new or rehabilitated home must be sold to an individual or individuals who will occupy the home 

as his/her/their primary residence 
• The new or rehabilitated home must be sold by the applicant to an individual or individuals with a gross 

annual household income between 30-80% of the median income for Sedgwick County, Kansas 
 
Following approval of the application by the City Treasurer’s Office, it would be presented to the City Council 
for consideration. Upon review and approval by the City Council, the assessments would be waived and the 
appropriate documentation forwarded to the Sedgwick County Appraiser’s Office. If the initial application is 
denied by the City Treasurer’s Office, the applicant would have the right of appeal.  The applicant would be 
required to file a written request with the City Clerk within ten (10) days of the denial.  The hearing on such 
appeal shall be heard by the City Council. 
 
By creating a more affordable process for moving tax deliquent and blighted properties to a nonprofit housing 
organization, it would eliminate ongoing expenditures by the City for services such as mowing and abating 
illegal dumping.  Conversely, it would hasten the timeline for the property to become viable and added back to 
the tax rolls. This process would not apply to all tax delinquent properties, only those identified and applied for 
by a nonprofit housing organization. 
 
 Financial Considerations:   Based on the historical trend of recovering an insignificant amount of MABCD 
special assessment fees, this proposal would not result in a loss of revenue for the City.  This proposal has the 
potential of  generating cost savings to the City by eliminating the need for ongoing mowing and abatement 
costs, and getting the property back on the tax rolls sooner.   
 
Legal Considerations:  The proposed ordinances have been prepared by the Law Department and are approved 
as to form. 
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council approve the plan and place the ordinance 
on first reading. 

Attachments: Ordinances, Local Investment Area map, application 
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First Published in The Wichita Eagle on November 25, 2014 
 
 
                       220343 
 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO. 49-885 
 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE CREATING SECTION 18.16.100 OF THE CODE OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO THE WAIVER OF 
CERTAIN SPECIAL ASSESSMENT FEES  

 
 
 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

 Section 1.   Section  18.16.100 of the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas, is hereby 

created to read as follows: 

 Waiver of Special Assessments imposed for the costs to raze and remove a dangerous and 

unsafe structure. 

  In order to enhance the possibility that certain properties within the city of 

Wichita will be developed or rehabilitated, the waiver of the City’s special assessments 

for lot clean-up, mowing, board-up, and liens from judgments is hereby authorized. In 

order to obtain a waiver of said special assessments, an applicant must file a completed 

application form provided by the City Treasurer with the City Treasurer’s Office.  The 

applicant will establish all of the following requirements in order for the assessment to be 

waived:  (1) The applicant must have a 501(c)(3) designation and have had such 

designation for at least five (5) years; (2) the real property upon which the waiver is being 

requested must be located within the City of Wichita’s designated Local Investment 
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Area;   (3)  the new or rehabilitated home must be sold to an individual or individuals 

who will occupy the home as his/her/their primary residence, and (4)  the new or 

rehabilitated home must be sold by the applicant to an individual or individuals with a 

gross annual household income between 30-80% of the median income for Sedgwick 

County, Kansas.  Following approval of the application by the City Treasurer’s Office, it 

will be presented to Council for consideration. Upon review and approval by the City 

Council, the assessments shall be waived and the appropriate documentation forwarded to 

the Sedgwick County Appraiser’s Office by the City Treasurer. If the application is 

denied by the City Treasurer’s Office, the applicant shall have the right of appeal from 

the denial by filing a written request with the City Clerk within ten (10) days of the 

denial.  The hearing on such appeal shall be heard by the City Council.” 

 Section 2.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, Kansas, 

           and shall be effective upon its passage and publication once in the official city paper.  

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this ________ day of 

 _________________, 2014. 

 
      __________________________________________ 
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
______________________________ 
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Sharon Dickgrafe 
Interim City Attorney and Director of Law 
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First Published in The Wichita Eagle on ______________ 
 
 
DELINEATED          DATE 
 
 

ORDINANCE NO._________ 
 
 
 

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING SECTION 8.01.065 OF THE CODE OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, PERTAINING TO SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS  

 
 
 BE IT ORDAINED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, 

KANSAS: 

 SECTION 1.  Section 8.01.065 of the Code of the City of Wichita is hereby amended to 

read as follows: “Abatement of nuisance by city; notice of costs; assessment and collection. 

(a) If the recipient of the notice of abatement fails to comply with the notice within 

the period of time designated in the notice, or fails to comply with the notice after 

a hearing on the matter, then the City may go onto the property to abate the 

violation in a reasonable manner. The City shall not be responsible for damage to 

property due to reasonable methods of gaining entrance onto the property or for 

damages to property in the reasonable exercise of its duty to the public to abate 

the violations. The City may use its own employees or contract for services to 

abate the violations of the Code. 

(b) If the City takes action to abate the violation, it shall provide a Notice of Costs to 

the property owner, representative, or tenant. The Notice of Costs shall be 

delivered by certified mail, return receipt requested, at the last known mailing 

address; or if the property is vacant or unoccupied, the Notice of Costs shall also 
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be posted on the property in a reasonable manner. The recipient shall have 30 

days from the date of the Notice to make full payment. The Notice of Cost shall 

state: 

(1) The common or legal description of the property, or both; 

(2) The nature of the violation, including relevant ordinances; 

(3) The nature of the work performed to abate the violation; 

(4) The costs incurred for the abatement of the violations in either a lump sum 

or in itemized form; 

(5) That the notice is a demand for payment within thirty days from the date 

of notice; 

(6) That failure to pay the entire amount within thirty days shall allow the 

City to file a tax lien against the property or to pursue litigation for the 

recovery of the costs, or both; 

(7) That such additional remedies to recover costs shall include additional 

amounts including additional administrative costs, attorneys’ fees when 

applicable, and interest; 

(8) That payment shall be made by check or money order made payable to the 

City of Wichita, Kansas, with no post-dating of the check, and sent to the 

address as stated within the notice with a written indication of the purpose 

for the payment and the address of the property where the violations 

occurred. Partial payments will not be accepted and shall be considered as 

non-payments. 

(c) If the payment of costs is not made within the thirty-day period, the City may levy 
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a special assessment for such costs against the lot or piece of land. The City Clerk 

at the time of certifying other City taxes to the County Clerk shall certify the 

aforesaid costs, and the County Clerk shall extend the same on the tax roll of the 

county against the lot or parcel of ground, and it shall be collected by the County 

Treasurer and paid to the City as other City taxes are collected and paid. Provided 

further, the City may collect the costs in the manner provided at K.S.A. 12-1, 115, 

as amended, by bringing an action in the appropriate court as a personal debt. The 

City may pursue both assessment and collection at the same time until the full 

cost, including applicable interests, court costs, attorneys’ fees, and administrative 

costs have been paid in full. 

 (d)     In order to enhance the possibility that certain properties within the City of 

Wichita will be developed or rehabilitated, the waiver of the City’s special 

assessments for lot clean-up, mowing, board-up, and liens from judgments is 

hereby authorized. In order to obtain a waiver of said special assessments, an 

applicant must file a completed application form provided by the City Treasurer 

with the City Treasurer’s Office.  The applicant will establish all of the following 

requirements in order for the assessment to be waived:  (1) The applicant must 

have a 501(c)(3) designation and have had such designation for at least five (5) 

years; (2) the real property upon which the waiver is being requested must be 

located within the City of Wichita’s designated Local Investment Area;   (3)  the 

new or rehabilitated home must be sold to an individual or individuals who will 

occupy the home as his/her/their primary residence, and (4)  the new or 

rehabilitated home must be sold by the applicant to an individual or individuals 
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with a gross annual household income between 30-80% of the median income for 

Sedgwick County, Kansas.  Following approval of the application by the City 

Treasurer’s Office, it will be presented to Council for consideration. Upon review 

and approval by the City Council, the assessments shall be waived and the 

appropriate documentation forwarded to the Sedgwick County Appraiser’s Office 

by the City Treasurer. If the application is denied by the City Treasurer’s Office, 

the applicant shall have the right of appeal from the denial by filing a written 

request with the City Clerk within ten (10) days of the denial.  The hearing on 

such appeal shall be heard by the City Council.” 

SECTION 2. The original of Section 8.01.065 is hereby repealed.  

 SECTION 3.  This ordinance shall be included in the Code of the City of Wichita, 

Kansas, and shall be effective upon its passage and publication once in the official city paper.  

PASSED by the governing body of the City of Wichita, Kansas, this ________ day of 

_________________, 2014. 

 
 
      __________________________________________ 
      Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Sharon Dickgrafe 
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Interim City Attorney and Director of Law 
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Any new or rehabilitated home must be sold to an individual or individuals who will occupy the home as his/her/their primary residence.  The new or 
rehabilitated home must be sold by the applicant to an individual(s) with a gross annual household income between 30 and 80% of the median income 
for Sedgwick County.  Failure to comply will result in the applicant being denied future waivers.
  Created 10-14-14 

MABCD SPECIAL ASSESSMENT WAIVER FORM 

Name of Organization: ___________________________________________________________________________ 

Business address: ________________________________________________________________________________ 

Business phone number: ___________________________________________________________________________ 

Executive Director: _______________________________________________________________________________ 

Executive Director phone numbers: ________________________(Work) _________________________________(Cell) 

Executive Director e-mail: __________________________________________________________________________ 

Address of property being submitted for waiver of special assessments: _____________________________________ 

PIN of property being submitted:______________________  Legal description of property:_____________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Required Attachments 

☐Proof of 501(C)(3) tax exempt designation (for at least five years) 

☐List of current Board of Directors 

☐Organizational By-Laws 

☐Proof of property ownership  

☐Plan for property 

Signature 

I hereby certify that the information above is true and accurate. 
 

Signature:_________________________________________  Date of Application:___________________________ 

Staff Section 

Amount of special assessments being waived: __________________________________________ 

Approved by City Council on: _______________________________________________________ 

Payment in the amount of ______________sent to Sedgwick County Treasurer on______________ 

Reimbursement from Sedgwick County Treasurer received on_______________________________ 
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             Agenda Report No. V-1 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   CON2014-00027 – City Conditional Use to Permit a Nightclub in the City in GC 

General Commercial Zoning Within 300 Feet of Residential Zoning, Located at 
the Southwest Corner of Morris Street and South Washington Avenue (911 East 
Morris Street).  (District III)  

 
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:   Planning (Non-Consent)  
 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  The MAPC recommended approval of the request (8-1).  
 
DAB Recommendation:  District Advisory Board III recommended approval of the request (10-0)        
subject to staff and applicant recommended conditions. 
 
MAPD Staff Recommendation:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department staff recommended approval 
of the request subject to conditions. 
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Background:  The application area, 911 East Morris, is located at the southwest corner of Morris Street 
and South Washington Avenue in GC General Commercial zoning.  The site is developed with a one-
story brick building and approximately 13 off-street parking spaces.  The County Tax Assessor lists 
“bar/tavern/lounge” as the current land use, a drinking establishment has functioned on the site as a legal 
non-conforming use.  The applicant wishes to obtain an entertainment license and therefore requests this 
conditional use for a “nightclub in the city.”  Nightclub in the city is defined by the Unified Zoning Code 
(UZC) as an establishment that provides entertainment and/or dancing, where alcoholic beverages are 
served and where food may or may not be served.  The UZC permits a nightclub in the city in the GC 
zoning district by right, but requires a conditional use if the property is located within 300 feet of a 
church, park, school or residential zoning district.  The application area is approximately 100 feet from a 
residential zoned property at the northeast corner of Morris and Washington, and is within 300 feet of 
residential zoned property one block to the east along South Ida Avenue.  All residential zoned properties 
within 300 feet of the application area are zoned B Multi-family Residential and are developed with 
single-family homes.            
 
All surrounding properties to the north, south and west are zoned GC or LI Limited Industrial and 
developed with retail, warehousing, and some residential uses.  Rail spurs exist west of the site along 
Mosley and Mead Avenues.  East of the site, along the Washington frontage is primarily zoned GC with 
some B zoning; land uses along the east side of Washington include auto repair and some residential uses.  
Further east, Ida and Laura Avenues are zoned B and developed primarily with single-family residences. 
      
Analysis:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) heard this request at its meeting held 
on September 25, 2014.  One neighboring property owner spoke at the MAPC hearing opposed to the 
request citing concerns regarding trash and parking.  The MAPC voted to approve the request (8-1) 
subject to the following staff recommended conditions:  
 

(1) The applicant shall submit a revised site plan, to be approved by planning staff, which 
identifies all off-street parking spaces for the nightclub, to include off-site parking spaces.   

(2) The site shall be developed in conformance with the approved site plan.   
(3) The site shall meet code required parking of one space per two patron seats; or, the site shall 

obtain a variance or adjustment to reduce the required parking; or, the applicant shall submit 
a parking study, to be approved by planning staff, which reasonably accommodates the 
anticipating parking demand.    

(4) No outside loudspeakers or outdoor entertainment is permitted.     
(5) The site shall maintain all necessary licenses for a nightclub in the city.   
(6) The site shall conform to all applicable codes and regulations in include but not limited to 

zoning, building, fire and health.   
(7) If the Zoning Administrator finds that there is a violation of any of the conditions of the 

Conditional Use, the Zoning Administrator, in addition to enforcing the other remedies set 
forth in the Unified Zoning Code, may, with the concurrence of the Planning Director, 
declare that the Conditional Use is null and void.   

 
District Advisory Board (DAB) III heard the request on October 1, 2014.  The same opposed neighbor 
spoke at the DAB with similar comments heard at the MAPC hearing.  The DAB voted (10-0) to 
recommend approval of the request subject to the staff recommended conditions with the addition of a 
condition requiring the applicant to mark designated nightclub parking with signage.   
 
Six protest petitions from two neighboring property owners were filed.  The protests account for 17.11% 
of the property within the 200-foot legal notification area surrounding the application site.  Because the 
protest is less than 20%, the City Council does not need a three-quarters majority vote to override the 
protest.          
 
Financial Considerations:  Approval of this request will not create any financial obligations for the City. 
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the resolution as to form.   
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Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council: 1) adopt the findings of the MAPC 
and approve the Conditional Use subject to MAPC recommended conditions (simple majority vote 
required) and adopt the Resolution; 2) approve the request subject to the DAB III recommended 
conditions by making alternate findings (two-thirds majority vote required); or 3) return the application to 
the MAPC for further consideration (simple majority vote required). 
 
Attachments:   

• Applicant’s site plan  
• Protest map 
• DAB III memo 
• MAPC minutes 
• Resolution  
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RESOLUTION No. 14-318 

 
A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING A CONDITIONAL USE TO PERMIT A NIGHTCLUB IN THE CITY WITHIN 
300 FEET OF RESIDENTIAL ZONING ON APPROXIMATELY 0.15 ACRES ZONED GC GENERAL 
COMMERCIAL (GC), GENERALLY LOCATED AT THE SOUTHWEST CORNER OF MORRIS STREET 
AND SOUTH WASHINGTON AVENUE (911 E. MORRIS), IN THE CITY OF WICHITA, SEDGWICK 
COUNTY, KANSAS, UNDER THE AUTHORITY GRANTED BY THE WICHITA-SEDGWICK COUNTY 
UNIFIED ZONING CODE, SECTION V-D, AS ADOPTED BY ORDINANCE NO. 44-975 AS AMENDED.  
 

 
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, SEDGWICK COUNTY, 
KANSAS: 
 

SECTION 1.  That after receiving a recommendation from the Wichita-Sedgwick County 
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission, and after said Planning Commission has given proper notice and 
held a public hearing as provided by law, and under authority granted by Section V-D of the Wichita-
Sedgwick County Unified Zoning Code, for a Conditional Use to allow a Nightclub in the City within 300 feet 
of residential zoning on approximately 0.15 acres zoned GC General Commercial (GC).  

 
Case No.  CON2014-00027 

 
A Conditional Use to allow a Nightclub in the City within 300 feet of a park on approximately 0.16 acres 
zoned CBD Central Business District (CBD) described as: 
 

Lots 145, 147 and the South 10 feet of vacated Morris Street EXCEPT 8.5 feet more or less for 
Washington Avenue, Kelsch’s Addition to Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
 
SUBJECT TO THE FOLLOWING CONDITIONS: 

1. The applicant shall submit a revised site plan, to be approved by planning staff, which 
identifies all off-street parking spaces for the nightclub, to include off-site parking spaces.  

2. The site shall be developed in conformance with the approved site plan.   
3. The site shall meet code required parking of one space per two patron seats; or, the site 

shall obtain a variance or adjustment to reduce the required parking; or, the applicant 
shall submit a parking study, to be approved by planning staff, which reasonably 
accommodates the anticipating parking demand.   

4. No outside loudspeakers or outdoor entertainment is permitted.     
5. The site shall maintain all necessary licenses for a nightclub in the city.   
6. The site shall conform to all applicable codes and regulations in include but not limited to 

zoning, building, fire and health.   
7. If the Zoning Administrator finds that there is a violation of any of the conditions of the 

Conditional Use, the Zoning Administrator, in addition to enforcing the other remedies set 
forth in the Unified Zoning Code, may, with the concurrence of the Planning Director, 
declare that the Conditional Use is null and void.     

 
SECTION 2.  That upon the taking effect of this Resolution, the notation of such Conditional Use 

permit shall be shown on the “Official Zoning District Map” on file in the office of the Planning Director of the 
Wichita-Sedgwick County Metropolitan Area Planning Department. 
 

SECTION 3.  That this Resolution shall take effect and be in force from and after its adoption by the 
Governing Body.   
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ADOPTED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS, this date  
 

___________________________  
 
 
 
       _______________________________ 
       Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________   
 Karen Sublett, City Clerk     
 
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
_________________________________ 
Gary E. Rebenstorf, City Attorney 
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          Agenda Item No. II-4a 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Seize the Day 5K (District II) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Trevor 
Darmstetter, goracetiming.com, is coordinating the Seize the Day 5K event with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Seize the Day 5K November 8, 2014   8:30 am – 12:00 pm 

• North Tara Lane, East Limerick Lane to East Douglas Avenue 
• Terrace Street, North Tara Lane to North Longford Lane 
• North Longford Lane, East Limerick Lane to East Douglas Avenue 
• East Douglas Avenue, South Bonnie Brae Street to North Cypress Street 
• West Parkway North, East Central Avenue to East Douglas Avenue 
• North Linden Drive, East Central Avenue to East Douglas Avenue 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; and 2) Obtaining barricades to close the 
streets in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department.  
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          Agenda Item No. II-4b 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Girls on the Run 5K (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Trevor 
Darmstetter, goracetiming.com, is coordinating the Girls on the Run 5K event with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Girls on the Run 5K November 16, 2014   11:30 am – 3:00 pm 

• Stackman Drive, Nims Street to Murdock Street 
• West River Boulevard, Bitting Street to Murdock Street 
• Bitting Street, West River Boulevard to Oak Park Drive 
• Oak Park Drive, Bitting Street to West Ninth Street 
• 11th Street North, West River Boulevard to Forrest Street 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to; 1) 
hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; and 2) Obtaining barricades to close the 
streets in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department.  

524



          Agenda Item No. II-4c 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Wichita Turkey Trot (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Trevor 
Darmstetter, goracetiming.com, is coordinating the Wichita Turkey Trot event with City of Wichita staff, 
subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Wichita Turkey Trot November 23, 2014   7:30 am – 12:00 pm 

• Sim Park Drive, Stackman Drive to Murdock Street 
• Stackman Drive, Sim Park Drive to Central Avenue 
• McLean Boulevard, Seneca Street to Meridian Avenue – westbound lanes only 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; and 2) Obtaining barricades to close the 
streets in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department.  
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          Agenda Item No. II-4d 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Fourth Annual Say Grace 5K (District VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Trevor 
Darmstetter, goracetiming.com, is coordinating the Fourth Annual Say Grace 5K event with City of 
Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Fourth Annual Say Grace 5K November 27, 2014   7:30 am – 12:00 pm 

• Sim Park Drive, Stackman Drive to Murdock Street 
• Stackman Drive, Sim Park Drive to Central Avenue 
• McLean Boulevard, Seneca Street to Meridian Avenue – westbound lanes only 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; and 2) Obtaining barricades to close the 
streets in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department.  
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          Agenda Item No. II-4e 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT:  Community Events – Mayor’s Tree Lighting Ceremony (Districts I, IV and VI) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Janet Johnson, 
Office of Community Engagement, is coordinating the Mayor’s Tree Lighting Ceremony with 
City of Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Mayor’s Tree Lighting Ceremony December 2, 2014   5:15 pm – 7:00 pm 

• Douglas Avenue, Main Street to McLean Boulevard  
• Waco Street, Douglas Avenue to First Street 
• First Street, Waco Street to McLean Boulevard 
• Sycamore Street, Douglas Avenue to McLean Boulevard 
• Century II Drive, Main Street to Douglas Avenue 
• South Cancun Street, Century II Drive to West Tlalnepantla Drive 
• North Civic Center Place, Main Street to Douglas Avenue 
• Wichita Street, Douglas Avenue to First Street 
• Water Street, Douglas Avenue to First Street 

 
The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; and 2) Obtaining barricades to close the 
streets in accordance with requirements of Police, Fire and Public Works Department.  
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          Agenda Item No. II-4f 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
 
TO:   Mayor and City Council 
  
SUBJECT: Community Events – Wichita Veterans Day Parade Post Parade Event at 

WaterWalk (District I) 
  
INITIATED BY: Division of Arts & Cultural Services 
 
AGENDA:  Consent 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the request for temporary street closures. 
 
Background:  In accordance with the Community Events procedure the event promoter, Michael George, 
USD259, is coordinating the Wichita Veterans Day Parade Post Parade at WaterWalk Event with City of 
Wichita staff, subject to final approval by the City Council. 
 
Analysis:  The following street closure request has been submitted: 
 
Wichita Veterans Day Parade Post Parade Event at WaterWalk November 8, 2014   9:00 am – 2:00 
pm 

• Waterman Street, Main Street to Wichita Street 
 

The event promoter will arrange to remove the barricades as necessary to allow emergency vehicle access 
during the entire designated time period.  The barricades will be removed immediately upon completion 
of the event. 
 
Financial Consideration: The event promoter is responsible for all costs associated with the special 
event.   
 
Legal Consideration: There are no legal considerations.  
 
Recommendation/Actions: It is recommended that the City Council approve the request subject to: 1) 
Hiring off-duty certified law enforcement officers as required; 2) Obtaining barricades to close the streets 
in accordance with requirements of the Police, Fire and Public Works and Utilities Departments; and 3) 
Securing a Certificate of Liability Insurance on file with the Community Events Coordinator. 
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         Agenda Item No.  II-5a 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 
  November 4, 2014 

 
TO:     Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:     KDHE Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategy (WRAPS) 
   Grant Application (All Districts) 

INITIATED BY:  Department of Public Works & Utilities 
 
AGENDA:   Consent 
 
 
 
Recommendations:  Approve the acceptance of the grant award. 
 
Background:    Reducing pollution in the Arkansas River has been a priority of the City of Wichita for 
many years.  Over the last several years, the Kansas Department of Health and Environment (KDHE) has 
established a program for the development of Watershed Restoration and Protection Strategies (WRAPS), 
and is making grant funding available to continue those efforts. On April 5, 2005, the City Council 
approved an Environmental Services grant application for a KDHE and WRAPS grant. The City has 
subsequently applied for each of the three WRAPS phases. 
 
Phase 1, known as the Development Phase was approved by the City Council in May 2007. This phase 
included a $50,000 grant award and a $33,333 City match. This phase led to the identification and 
assembly of volunteer stakeholders from within the community, and the hiring of a consultant to analyze 
water pollution conditions in the lower Arkansas River watershed. The locally formed stakeholders 
became the RiverCity WRAPS. 
 
Phase 2, known as the Assessment and Planning Phase was approved by Council in November 2010, and 
included an $110,000 grant award and a $75,000 City match. This phase provided for the selection of 
targeted strategies for pollution reduction within the watershed. It also quantified the amount of pollution 
reduction that could be attained by the selection and location of each strategy. 
 
Phase 3, known as the Implementation Phase, was applied for and subsequently awarded by KDHE to the 
City on June 11, 2013. The one-year KDHE grant award was in the amount of $20,000, expired June 30, 
2014, and covered the first year of a three- year grant program.  
 
Analysis:  Staff is requesting the City Council approve the second year of Phase 3, part of a three-year 
grant cycle. Acceptance of this grant will allow the RiverCity WRAPS group, renamed Wichita Clean 
Streams, to hire a consultant to complete a design in a local watershed to reduce pollutant loading caused 
by stormwater runoff. Design will include stream channel stabilization, grass buffer strips, and public 
education. These specific water quality improvement strategies were identified in the previous three 
phases. The City is the designated sponsoring agency for Wichita Clean Streams stakeholder leadership 
team. Accepting this grant will provide a project design to improve water quality in a watershed within 
the city limits of Wichita, and improve the likelihood of receiving the third, and final, grant. The Cowskin 
Creek watershed will be a primary focus if that grant award is received. 
 
Financial Considerations:  This award is for $20,000 in an Environmental Protection Agency Section 
319 Grant, administered by the KDHE Bureau of Water, Watershed Management section.  A required 
local match in the amount of $13,333 will be in the form of in-kind service (demonstrations, meeting 
support, facilities, equipment, materials, etc.), and is available in the Stormwater Utility’s annual 
operating budget.  
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Legal Considerations: The Law Department has reviewed and approved the documents as to form. 
 
Recommendation/Action:  It is recommended the City Council approve the grant award and authorize 
the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:   Watershed Management General Grant Conditions, Grant Award Letter from KDHE, and 
KDHE Non-Point Source Financial Assistance Agreement. 
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         Agenda Item No. II-7 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014 
 
TO:    Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:   Payment for Settlement of Claim  
 
INITIATED BY:   Law Department 
 
AGENDA:     Consent 
 
 
Recommendation:  Authorize payment of $12,660 as a full settlement of the subject claim. 
 
Background:  This claim arises from a traffic accident which occurred on March 29, 2014, involving a 
City of Wichita bus.   
 
Analysis:  The claimant has offered to accept a lump sum payment of $12,660 as full settlement of all his 
claims against the City of Wichita.  Due to the uncertainty and risk of an adverse judgment at trial, the 
Law Department recommends the settlement.  The settlement of this claim does not constitute an 
admission of liability on the part of the City or the employee; rather, it is merely a settlement to resolve a 
disputed claim.   
 
Financial Considerations:  Funding for this settlement payment is available from the City's Self 
Insurance Fund.  Finance is directed to make any  budget adjustments required and to issue any general 
obligation bonds, as necessary, to provide for payment of the approved settlement.  
 
Legal Considerations:  The Law Department recommends settlement of this claim for the amount of 
$12,660.  The bonding resolution has been prepared and approved as to form by the law department.  
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council authorize payment of $12,660 as 
full settlement of all possible claims arising out of the events which are the subject of this claim and adopt 
the resolution.   
 
Attachments:  Bonding resolution.  
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RESOLUTION NO. 14-319 
 
  A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE ISSUANCE OF GENERAL 

OBLIGATION BONDS OF THE CITY OF WICHITA, KANSAS TO 
FUND A CIVIL LITIGATION SETTLEMENT. 

 
 
 WHEREAS, K.S.A. 75-6113 (the "Act") provides that payment of any judgments, compromises 
or settlements for which a municipality is liable pursuant to K.S.A. 75-6101 et seq., and amendments 
thereto, may be made from any funds or moneys of the municipality which lawfully may be utilized for 
such purpose or if the municipality is authorized by law to levy taxes upon property such payment may be 
made from moneys received from the issuance of no-fund warrants, temporary notes or general obligation 
bonds, provided that warrants or temporary notes issued shall mature serially at such yearly dates as to be 
payable by not more than 10 tax levies and any bonds shall be issued in accordance with the provisions of 
the general bond law and shall be in addition to and not subject to any bonded debt limitation prescribed 
by any other law of the state of Kansas; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wichita, Kansas (the "City"), is a municipality within the meaning of the 
Act; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the governing body of the City has heretofore approved a certain Settlement Agreement 
relating to an incident occurring on March 29, 2014, involving a City of Wichita bus, under which 
Settlement Agreement the City is liable pursuant to K.S.A. 75-6101 et seq. to pay a settlement in the 
amount of $12,660 and related expenses (the “Settlement”); and 
 
 WHEREAS, the governing body of the City hereby finds and determines it to be necessary to 
authorize the issuance of general obligation bonds of the City to finance the Settlement and related costs. 
 
 THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE CITY OF 
WICHITA, KANSAS: 
 
 SECTION 1.  Financing.  The City is hereby authorized to issue general obligation bonds (the 
"Bonds") pursuant to the authority of the Act in an amount necessary to pay the costs of the Settlement, plus 
interest on interim financing and associated financing costs.  Bonds may be issued to reimburse Settlement 
expenditures made on or after the date which is 60 days before the date of adoption of this Resolution, 
pursuant to Treasury Regulation §1.150-2. 
 
 SECTION 2.  Effective Date.  This Resolution shall take effect and be in full force from and after its 
adoption by the governing body of the City. 
 
 

[BALANCE OF THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK] 
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 ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Wichita, Kansas, on November 4th, 2014. 
 
 
 
(SEAL)              

Carl Brewer, Mayor 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
      

Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
 
APPROVED AS TO FORM: 
 
 
 
      

Sharon L. Dickgrafe,  
Interim Director of Law 
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Second Reading Ordinances for November 4, 2014 (first read on October 21,  2014)  

 

A. (470174/448-90108) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-850 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90108, 
To Serve Falcon Falls 2nd Addition, (North of 45th St. North, West of Hillside). 

 

B. (470170/448-90298) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-851 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90298, 
To Serve Tara Creek Addition, (North of Pawnee, West of 127th St. East,). 

 

C. (470159/448-90331) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-852 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90331, 
To Serve Newmarket V Addition, (South of 29th St. North, West of Maize). 

 

D. (470158/448-90343) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-853 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90343, 
To Serve Waterfront 6th Addition, (North of 13th, West of Greenwich). 
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E.  (470166/448-90505) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-854 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90505, 
To Serve The Woods Addition, (East of 151st St. West, North of Maple). 

 

F. (470-156/448-90585) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-855 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90585, 
To Serve Bridgeport Industrial Park I Addition, (South of 37th St. North, East of Broadway). 

 

G. (470165/448-90598) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-856 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90598, 
To Serve Bay Country Addition, (West of 119th St. West, South of Central). 

 

H. 470164/448-90600) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-857 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90600, 
To Serve Northborough 3rd Addition, (South of 21st St. North, East of Woodlawn). 

  

I. (470168/448-90555) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-858 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90555, 
To Serve The Woods North 3rd  Addition, (South of 29th St. North, West of 127th St. East). 
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J. (470160/448-90563) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-859 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90563, 
To Serve Krug South Addition, (South of 21st, West of 143rd St. East). 

 

K. (470161/448-90592) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-860 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90592, 
To Serve Frontgate Addition, (South of Central, West of 127th St. East). 

 

L. (470-167/448-90597) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-861 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Water Distribution System No. 448-90597, 
To Serve Mission Addition, (North of Central, East of Hoover). 

 

 M. (480051/468-84363)  

ORDINANCE NO.  49-862 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 5, MAIN 18, FOUR MILE 
CREEK SEWER  To Serve Tara Creek Addition (North of Pawnee, West of 127th St. East). 

 

N.  (480047/468-84855) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-863 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 539, SOUTHWEST 
INTERCEPTOR SEWER  To Serve Dewitt 5th Addition (South of Harry, East of Hoover). 

 

577



O. (480037/468-84858) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-864 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 8, MAIN 18, FOUR MILE 
CREEK SEWER  To Serve Bellechase 3rd Addition (North of Harry, East of 127th St. East). 

 

P. (480-039/468-84871) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-865 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 60, MAIN 24, WAR 
INDUSTRIES SEWER  To Serve Waterfront 8th Addition (North of 13th, West of Greenwich). 

 

Q.  (480041/468-84883) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-866 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 136, WESTLINK SANITARY 
SEWER  To Serve Huntington Park Addition (South of 13th, West of Maize). 

 

R. (480046/468-84890) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-867 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 62, COWSKIN 
INTERCEPTOR SEWER  To Serve Bay Country Addition (West of 119th St. West, South of Central). 

 

S. (480045/468-84894) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-868 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 22, MAIN 20, WAR 
INDUSTRIES SEWER  To Serve Northborough 3rd Addition (South of 21st St. North,  East of 
Woodlawn). 
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T. (480049/468-84822) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-869 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 430, FOUR MILE CREEK 
SEWER To Serve Woods North 3rd Addition (South of 29th St.North; West of 127th St. East). 

 

U.  (480042/468-84879) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-870 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of  LATERAL 433, FOUR MILE CREEK 
SEWER To Serve Frontgate Addition (South of Central, West of 127th St. East). 

 

V. 485-393/468-84732 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-871 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Sewer No. 660, Berkeley 
Square 1st Addition, (North of 13th, West of Greenwich). 

 

W. 485-389/468-84753 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-872 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Drain No. 376, Newmarket 
Office 2nd Addition, (North of 29th Street North, West of Maize. 

 

 

X. 485-406/468-84884 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-873 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Drain No. 388, Huntington 
Park Addition, (South of 13th, West of Maize).  
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Y. 485-411/468-84887 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-874 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Drain No. 389, Bay Country 
Addition, (West of 119th Street South of Central). 

 

 

 

Z. 485-412/468-84888 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-875 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Sewer No. 670, Bay Country 
Addition, (West of 119th Street, West, South of Central). 

 

 

a. 485-407/468-84835 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-876 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Sewer No. 669, Krug South, 
(South of 21st, West of 143rd Street. 

 

b. 485-408/468-84880 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-877 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of Storm Water Drain No. 387, Frontgate 
Addition, (South of Central, West of 127th Street East). 
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c. (490-301/472-84980) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-878 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of CONSTRUCTING PAVEMENT ON 29TH 
STREET NORTH FROM 200 FEET EAST OF THE NORTHWEST CORNER OF STONEY POINTE 
ADDITION TO THE EAST A DISTANCE OF 515 FEET, (East of Greenwich, South of 29th Street 
North) 

d. (490-300/472-84983) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-879 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of CONSTRUCTING PAVEMENT ON 29TH 
STREET, (East of Greenwich, South of 29th Street North) 

  

e. (490-306/472-84990) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-880 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of CONSTRUCTING PAVEMENT ON 
PARKDALE CIRCLE, (North of 29th Street North, West of Maize) 

 

f. (490-315/472-85103) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-881 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of CONSTRUCTING PAVEMENT ON 
JENNIE STREET AND JENNIE COURT, (West of 119th Street West, South of Central) 

g. (490-290/472-83791) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-882 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of PAVING BRUSH CREEK CIRCLE, 
BRUSH CREEK COURT, FROM THE NORTH LINE OF WESTLAKES PARKWAY TO AND 
INCLUDING THE CUL-DE-SAC; AND PAVING WESTLAKES COURT FROM THE NORTH LINE 
OF WESTLAKES PARKWAY TO AND INCLUDING THE CUL-DE-SAC, (North of 29th Street 
North, Between Maize and Tyler) 
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h. (490-313/472-85059) 

ORDINANCE NO.  49-883 

An Ordinance levying assessments on lots, pieces, and parcels of land in the City of Wichita, Kansas, for 
the purpose of paying a portion of the cost of construction of CONSTRUCTING PAVEMENT ON 
SPLIT RAIL STRET & SPLIT RAIL CIRCLE, (South of 21st Street, West of 143rd Street East) 
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                                                                                         Agenda Report No. II-9 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014    
 
TO:  Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  VAC2014-00028 - Request to Vacate a Portion of a Platted Utility Easement on 

Property Generally Located Between Interstate Highway I-135 and Kellogg 
Street, Southeast of Webb Road and Orme Street (District II)   

   
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Staff recommends approval of the vacation request. 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommends approval of the 
vacation request (8-0). 
  

 
 
 
 
 

583



 
 

November 4, 2014 Page 2 of 2 
VAC2014-00028 
 

Background:  The applicants propose to vacate the platted 560.09-foot long (x) 10-foot wide utility 
easement running parallel to the east lot line of Lot 2, Rosson Addition. There are no utilities located in 
the described easement.  The Rosson Addition was recorded with the Register of Deeds of Sedgwick 
County May 16, 1978.   
 
Analysis:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) voted (8-0) to approve the vacation 
request.  No one spoke in opposition to this request at the MAPC’s advertised public hearing or its 
Subdivision Committee meeting.  No written protests have been filed.   
 
Financial Considerations:  All improvements are to City standards and at the applicant’s expense. 

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved, as to form, the Vacation 
Order.  The original Vacation Order will be recorded with the Register of Deeds.    
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council follow the recommendation of the 
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission and approve the Vacation Order and authorize the necessary 
signatures.         
 
Attachments:  

• Vacation Order  
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BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE VACATION OF A PORTION )  
OF A PLATTED UTILITY EASEMENT    ) 
         )   

   )  
GENERALLY LOCATED BETWEEN INTERSTATE    ) VAC2014-00028 
HIGHWAY I-135 AND KELLOGG STREET &    )  
SOUTHEAST OF WEBB ROAD AND ORME STREET  )    
         ) 
         ) 
MORE FULLY DESCRIBED BELOW    ) 
 

VACATION ORDER 
 
 NOW on this 4th day of November, 2014, comes on for hearing the petition for vacation 
filed by Michael E. Steven & Nevets, Inc. (owners), praying for the vacation of the following 
described portion of a platted utility easement, to-wit: 
  
The platted 10-foot wide utility easement running parallel to the east lot line of Lot 2, 
Rosson Addition, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas.     

 
The City Council, after being duly and fully informed as to fully understand the true 

nature of this petition and the propriety of granting the same, makes the following findings: 
 
1. That due and legal notice has been given by publication, as required by law,

in The Wichita Eagle on August 21, 2014, which was at least 20 days prior to the public hearing. 
 

2. No private rights will be injured or endangered by the vacation of the 
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above-described portion of the platted utility easement and the public will suffer no loss or 
inconvenience thereby. 
 

3. In justice to the petitioner(s), the prayer of the petition ought to be granted. 
 

4. No written objection to said vacation has been filed with the City Clerk by any 
owner or adjoining owner who would be a proper party to the petition. 
 

5. The vacation of the described portion of the platted utility easement should be 
approved.  

 
IT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE CITY COUNCIL, on this 4th day of November, 2014, 

ordered that the above-described portion of the platted utility easement is hereby vacated.  IT IS 
FURTHER ORDERED that the City Clerk shall send this original Vacation Order to the Register 
of Deeds of Sedgwick County. 
 
 

____________________________ 
Carl Brewer, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney 
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                                                                                         Agenda Report No. II-10 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 

November 4, 2014    
 
TO:  Mayor and City Council 
 
SUBJECT:  VAC2014-00029 - Request to Vacate a Portion of a Platted Front Yard Setback 

on Property Generally Located South of 13th Street North on the East Side of 
Hillside Avenue (District I)   

   
INITIATED BY:  Metropolitan Area Planning Department 
 
AGENDA:  Planning (Consent) 
 
 
Staff Recommendation:  Staff recommends approval of the vacation request. 
 
MAPC Recommendation:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission recommends approval of the 
vacation request (8-0). 
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Background:  The applicant proposes to vacate the east 19 feet of the platted 35-foot front yard setback, 
on Lot 1, W.F. Farha Second Addition.  The subject lot is zoned LC Limited Commercial.  The Unified 
Zoning Code’s (UZC) minimum front yard setback standard for the LC zoning district is 20 feet.  If the 
front setback was not platted (but was the LC zoning district’s 20-foot minimum front setback) the 
applicant could have applied for an Administrative Adjustment to reduce the setback by 20% resulting in 
a 16-foot front yard setback, which is the applicant’s request.  There are no platted easements in the 
described portion of the platted setback.  There are no utilities within the described portion of the platted 
setback.  The W.F. Farha Second Addition was recorded with the Register of Deeds July 20, 1965.   
 
Analysis:  The Metropolitan Area Planning Commission (MAPC) voted (9-0) to approve the vacation 
request.  No one spoke in opposition to this request at the MAPC’s advertised public hearing or its 
Subdivision Committee meeting.  No written protests have been filed.   
 
Financial Considerations:  All improvements are to City standards and at the applicant’s expense. 

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved, as to form, the Vacation 
Order.  The original Vacation Order will be recorded with the Register of Deeds.    
 
Recommendation/Actions:  It is recommended that the City Council follow the recommendation of the 
Metropolitan Area Planning Commission and approve the Vacation Order and authorize the necessary 
signatures.         
 
Attachments:  

• Vacation Order  
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BEFORE THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF WICHITA, SEDGWICK COUNTY, KANSAS 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF THE VACATION OF A PORTION )  
OF A PLATTED FRONT SETBACK    ) 
         )   

   )  
GENERALLY LOCATED SOUTH OF 13TH STREET    ) VAC2014-00029 
NORTH ON THE EAST SIDE OF HILLSIDE AVENUE ) 

      )  
         ) 
         ) 
MORE FULLY DESCRIBED BELOW    ) 
 

VACATION ORDER 
 
 NOW on this 4th day of November, 2014, comes on for hearing the petition for vacation 
filed by Wil-Ken Enterprises, c/o Willie L. Kendrick (owner), praying for the vacation of the 
following  described portion of a platted front setback, to-wit: 
  
The East 19 feet of the West 35 feet of the Platted Front Yard Building Setback Line that runs 
parallel to the west lot line of Lot 1, W.F. Farha Second Addition and the east side of Hillside 
Avenue, Wichita, Sedgwick County, Kansas. 
     

The City Council, after being duly and fully informed as to fully understand the true 
nature of this petition and the propriety of granting the same, makes the following findings: 

 
1. That due and legal notice has been given by publication, as required by law,

in The Wichita Eagle on September 4, 2014, which was at least 20 days prior to the public 
hearing. 
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2. No private rights will be injured or endangered by the vacation of the 

above-described portion of the platted front yard setback and the public will suffer no loss or 
inconvenience thereby. 
 

3. In justice to the petitioner(s), the prayer of the petition ought to be granted. 
 

4. No written objection to said vacation has been filed with the City Clerk by any 
owner or adjoining owner who would be a proper party to the petition. 
 

5. The vacation of the described portion of the platted front yard setback should be 
approved.  

 
IT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE CITY COUNCIL, on this 4th day of November, 2014, 

ordered that the above-described portion of the platted front yard setback is hereby vacated.  IT 
IS FURTHER ORDERED that the City Clerk shall send this original Vacation Order to the 
Register of Deeds of Sedgwick County. 
 
 

____________________________ 
Carl Brewer, Mayor 

ATTEST: 
 
 
______________________________ 
Karen Sublett, City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
_______________________________ 
Sharon Dickgrafe, Interim City Attorney 
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 Agenda Item No. II-11 
 
 

City of Wichita 
City Council Meeting 
November 4, 2014 

 
 

TO:   Wichita Airport Authority 
 
SUBJECT: Airfield Pavements and Medium Voltage Electrical Infrastructure  
 Supplemental Agreement No. 1 
 Wichita Mid-Continent Airport 
   
INITIATED BY: Department of Airports 
 
AGENDA:  Wichita Airport Authority (Consent) 
 
 
Recommendation:  Approve the supplemental agreement.   
 
Background:  On November 26, 2013, the Wichita Airport Authority (WAA) approved a lease with 
LeaseCorp Aviation, LLC that provides for the construction of a tenant financed hangar.  In 
accordance with WAA policy, title to all improvements will be vested in the Airport.  It is standard 
practice for the WAA to accommodate private development by providing certain site improvements.  
On February 25, 2014, a project was initiated and engineering design was begun in coordination with 
the tenant. 
 
Analysis:  Improvements needed to accommodate the development include: extension of primary 
electrical service to the site and the construction of two taxiway entrances.  The taxiway entrance work 
will include related site drainage, grading, site restoration, pavement markings, and relocation of taxiway 
edge lighting.  Work was added to the project scope during the design phase to address an adjustment to 
the vehicle gate in the vicinity that is required for the new security system being installed as part of the 
ACT 3 program.  With design complete and construction bids received, a supplemental agreement with 
Professional Engineering Consultants (PEC) for construction related engineering inspection services has 
been prepared. 
   
Financial Considerations:  Supplemental Agreement No. 1 is for a not to exceed amount of $40,584 and 
is within the current project budget.  This project is funded with available funds of the Airport and the 
issuance of general obligation bonds repaid with Airport revenue.  In accordance with the lease 
agreement, the tenant will be re-billed for approximately one-half of the cost of the project.   

Legal Considerations:  The Law Department has reviewed and approved the supplemental agreement as 
to form.     
 
Recommendations/Actions:  It is recommended that the Wichita Airport Authority approve the 
supplemental agreement and authorize the necessary signatures. 
 
Attachments:  PEC Supplemental Agreement No. 1. 
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